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Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviaflon  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  A — CIVIL  AIR  REGULATIONS 
[Reg.  Docket  No,’  1864;  Arndt.  1-6;  Supp.  1] 

part  1— certification,  identifi¬ 
cation,  AND  MARKING  OF  AIR¬ 
CRAFT  AND  RELATED  PRODUCTS 

Exceptions  To  Marking  Requirements 

Currently  effective  §  l.lOO  of  Part  1  of 
the  Civil  Air  Regulations  requires  that 
each  aircraft  display  nationality  and 
registration  marks  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  8§  1.101  through  1.107. 
Exceptions  are  permitted,  imder  the  pro-- 
visions  of  currently  effective  §§  1.108 
and  1.108-1,  when  it  is  impossible  .to 
display  the  prescribed  identification 
marks  on  the  aircraft.  This  amend¬ 
ment  revises  §§  1.108  and  1.108-1  by: 
(1)  Granting  additional  exceptions,  in 
prescribed  circumstances  and  imder 
prescribed  conditipns,  for  antique  air¬ 
craft;  (2)  deleting  the  last  paragraph  of 
§  1.108-1  (b) ;  and  (3)  incorporating  the 
remaining  provisions  of  5  1.108-1  in 
§  1.108,  with  some  clarification  of  the 
language. 

In  recent  years,  a  number  of  persons 
have  become  interested  in  restoring 
antique  aircraft  so  that  they  may  be 
operated  for  pleasure  or  during  public 
aviation  events  such  as  airshows,  and 
fly-ins.  Certain  of  these  persons  have 
pointed  out  to  Agency  representatives 
that  when  the  currently  prescribed 
identiflpition  marks  are  placed  on  their 
aircraft,  the  antique  effect  is  largely  lost 
because  entirely  different  identification 
marking  regulations  were  in  effect  at  the 
time  these  aircraft  were  first  manufac¬ 
tured.  Noting  that  some  states  now 
permit  the  display  of  outdated  nonstand¬ 
ard  license  plates  on  antique  automo¬ 
biles,  Uiey  urged  that  some  similar  relief 
be  granted  for  antique  aircraft. 

Currently  effective  §§  1.102(a)  and 
1.103(a) ,  which  became  effective  on  De¬ 
cember  31,  1960,  prescribe  12-inch  iden¬ 
tification  marks  to  be  located  either  on 
the  sides  of  the  fuselage,  or  on  the  verti¬ 
cal  tail  surfaces,  for  fixed-wing  aircraft. 
Compliance  with  this  provision  intro¬ 
duces  the  anachronism  that  operators 
of  antique  aircraft  find  objectionable. 
In  general,  they  wish  to  display,  instead, 
the  formerly  prescribed  20-inch  wing 
marks  and  2-inch  side  fuselage  or  verti¬ 
cal  tail  surface  marks. 

The  Agency  adopted  the  12-inch  side 
identification  marks  as  standard  for 
fixed-wing  aircraft  as  a  means  of  de¬ 
creasing  the  collision  hazard  associated 
with  air-to-air  identification  of  civil  air¬ 
craft  by  U.S.  Air  Force  interceptor  air¬ 
craft  engaged  in  national  defense.  In 
addition,  the  Agency’s  air  traffic  con¬ 
trollers  had  advised  that  such  marks 


aided  in  the  control  of  air  traffic  by 
facilitating  the  identification  of  aircraft. 

More  recently  the  Agency  has  been 
informed  by  the  U.8.  Air  Force  North 
American  Air  Defense  Command  that  it 
would  have  no  objection  to  the  deletion 
of  the  requirement  for  side  fuselage  or 
tail  markings  on  antique  aircraft  which 
are  operated  at  less  than  180  knots  TAS 
within  the  .continental  limits  of  the 
United  States,  except  for  the  Florida 
area,  but  that  it  would  object  to  grant¬ 
ing  similar  relief,  under  similar  con- 
ditiims,  for  all  nonantique  aircraft. 
Relevant  also  is  a  new  rule,  recently 
adopted  by  the  Agency  as  part  of  Amend¬ 
ment  60-24  effective  December  26,  1961, 
which  requires  that  aircraft  operated  to, 
from,  or  on  an  airport  at  which  ah  air¬ 
port  traffic  control  tower  is  operated  by 
the  United  States  Government  be  capa¬ 
ble  of  two-way  radio  communication 
with  that  control  tower.  With  two-way 
communication  available,  control  tower 
personnel  now  have  little  need  to  vis¬ 
ually  identify  aircraft  by  means  of  its 
identification  marks. 

In  view  of  these  developments,  the 
Agency  believes  that  antique  aircraft 
need  not  be  marked  for  visual  identifi¬ 
cation  at  long  range.  There  remains, 
however,  a  minimal  need  for  relatively 
small  identification  marks  to  facilitate 
routine  identification  of  aircraft  on  the 
ground  by  Agency  personnel  responsible 
for  enforcement  of  regulations  dealing 
with  the  airworthiness,  operation;  and 
maintenance  of  civil  aircraft.  For  this 
purpose,  it  is  necessary  that  the  correct 
nationality  letter  and  registration  num¬ 
ber  be  marked  on  each  aircraft.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  8  1.108  is  being  amended  to  exempt 
antique  aircraft  from  the  identification 
marking  provisions  of  88  1.101  through 
1.107  under  specified  conditions  defining: 
(1)  What  is  meant  by  an  antique  air¬ 
craft;  (2)  the  revised  standard  for  iden¬ 
tification  marks,  including  size  and  lo¬ 
cation;  (3)  the  maximum  operating 
airspe^;  and  (4)  the  area  in  which  such 
aircraft  are  permitted  to  operate. 

In  addition,  the  lasj;  paragraph  of 
8  1.108^1  (b)  is  being  deleted  because  it 
conflicts  with  the  Agency’s  present  policy 
delegating  authority  to  the  regional  of¬ 
fices  on  questions  concerning  the  identi¬ 
fication  markings  for  nonconventional 
aircraft;  and  the  remaining  substantive 
provisions  of  8  1.108-1  are  being  incorpo¬ 
rated  into  8  1-108  with  such  editorial  re¬ 
visions  as  are  necessary  for  clarity.  One 
such  editorial  revision  deletes  reference 
to  the  term  “nonconventional  aircraft” 
since,  as  defined  in  8  1-108-1  (a),  this 
term  embraces  classes,  of  aircraft  other 
than  those  which  are  not  conventional  in 
the  usual  sense. 

Since  this  regulation  provides  relief 
from  the  provisions  of  the  previous  regu¬ 
lation,  and  imposes  no  additional  burden 
upon  any  person,  compliance  with  the 
notice  and  public  procedure  provisions  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  un¬ 


necessary,  and  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  it  effective  on  less  than  30  days’ 
notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
1  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  1,  as  amended)  is  hereby  amended 
as  follows,  effective  July  25,  1963: 

1.  By  amending  8  1.108  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  1.108  Exceptions. 

Aircraft  may  display  identification 
marks  which  are  not  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  88  1.101  through  1.107 
under  the  conditions  stated  in  paragraph 
(a)  or  (b)  of  this  section. 

(a)  If  an  authorized  representative  of 
the  Administrator  finds  that  it  is  impos¬ 
sible  to  mark  the  aircraft  as  prescribed 
and  that  the  provisions  of  88 1-101 
through  1.107  have  been  complied  with 
to  the  extent  practicable.  For  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  making  this  finding,  the  owner  of 
the  aircraft  shall  submit  a  dimensioned 
three-view  drawing,  or  dimensioned 
photographs,  of  the  aircraft. 

(b)  If  the  aircraft  was  manufactured 
before  January  1,  1933,  or  if,  irrespective 
of  date  of  manufacture,  it  has  the  same 
external  configuration  as  an  aircraft  for 
which  a  tsn?e  certificate,  airworthiness 
certificate,  license,  or  any  other  author¬ 
ization  was  issued  before  January  1, 1933, 
by  the  United  States  Government.  In 
each  such  case,  the  aircraft  shall: 

(1)  Display  identification  marks  at 
least  two  inchea-high  on  each  side  of  the 
fuselage  or  vertical  tail  surface.  'These 
identification  marks,  and  any  additional 
set  of  identification  marks  displayed  on 
the  aircraft,  shall  consist  of  the  Roman 
capital  letter  N  followed  by  the  registra¬ 
tion  number;  and 

(2)  Be  restricted  to  operation: 

(i)  At  an  airspeed  of  less  than  180 
knots  TAS;  and 

(ii)  In  the  area  north  of  latitude  28° 
N.,  or  west  of  longitude  85°  W.,  within 
the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States. 

2.  By  deleting  8  1.108-1. 

These  amendments  are  made  under 
the  authority  of  secs.  313(a),  601,  603, 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1354,1421,1423). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  18, 
1963. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 
Administrator. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-7788;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 
8:45  a.m.] 

SUBCHAPTER  E — AIRSPACE  INEWl 
[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-WE-15] 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
[NEW] 

Alteration  of  Restricted  Area 

On  April  19,  1963,,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (28  F.R.  3876)  stating 
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th«t  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  Qila  Bend,  Arizona, 
Restricted  Area  R^2304  by  reducing  the 
designated  altitudes  from  “Surface  to 
flight  level  400”  to  “Surface  to  flight  level 
240”,  and  to  delete  the  reference  made 
to  “VFR”  in  the  description  of  the  desig¬ 
nated  time  of  use. 

No  comments  were  received  regarding 
the  proposed  amendment. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  rule  herein  adopted. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  having  been  published,  therefore, 
for  the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the 
following  action  is  taken: 

In  §  73.23  Arizona,  R-2304,  Qila  Bend, 
Arizona  (28  P.R.  19-6,  dated  January 
26,  1963)  is  amended  to  read: 

R-2304  GUa  Bend,  Arizona. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  latitude  32°38'- 
30"  N.,  longitude  112*18'00"  W.;  to  latitude 
32*>26'40"  N.,  longitude  112®18'00"  W.;  to 
latitude  32‘’26'40"  N.,  longitude  112®43'30" 
W.:  to  latitude  32‘’49'00"  N.,  longitude  112*- 
39'00"  W.;  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  flight 
level  240. 

Time  of  designation.  Sunrise  to  sunset, 
Monday  through  Friday. 

Using  agency.  Commander,  Luke  AFB, 
Arizona. 


(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001,  e.s.t.,  September  19,  1963. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  18, 
1963. 


Lee  E.  Warren, 
Director,  Air  Traffic  Service. 


(P.R.  Doc.  63-7789;  Piled.  July  24,  1963; 
8:46  ajn.] 


Chapter  III — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  C — AIRCRAFT  REGULATIONS 
[Reg.  Docket  No.  1888;  Arndt.  592] 

PART  507— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVE 

Continental  El  65,  El  85,  E225,  and 
0-470  Series  Engines 

Amendment  245,  26  FJt.  1031  (AD 
61-3-2)  requires  replacement  of  exhaust 
valves  on  certain  Continental  engines  to 
prevent  failures  which  can  result  in 
engine  damage.  Since  the  issuance  of 
Amendment  245,  it  has  been  disclosed 
that  there  is  some  misunderstanding 
over  the  identification  of  affected  parts. 
Therefore  AD  61-3-2,  Amendment  245, 
is  superseded  by  a  new  directive  to  make 
it  clear  that  the  parts  affected  are  those 
parts  listed  in  AD  61-3-2  with  or  without 
a  revision  letter  suffix. 

Since  this  amendment  clarifies  an 
existing  requirement  and  imposes  no 
additional  burden  on  any  person,  notice 
and  public  procedure  hereon  are  un¬ 
necessary  and  the  amendment  may  be 
made  effective  on  the  date  of  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  FJl.  6489) , 
§  507.10(a)  of  Part  507  (14  CFR  Part 


507) ,  is  amended  by  adding  thie  following 
new  airworthiness  directive: 

Continental.  Applies  to  all  E165.  E185, 
E225.  and  G-470  Series  engines.  (These 
engines  may  be  Installed  In  such  aircraft 
as  Beech  35  Series.  Cessna  180,  182,  310 
and  Navlon.) 

Compliance  required  at  next  engine  top 
overhaul,  or  overhaul,  whichever  occurs 
flrst. 

Unless  already  accomplished  In  accordance 
with  Continental  Motors  Corporation  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin  No.  M60-1  or  AD  61-3-2,  remove 
all  exhaust  valves  CMC  P/N  40651,  537844, 
538997,  or  539449,  with  or  without  revision 
letter  suffix,  and  replace  with  exhaust  valve 
P/N  626540.  Part  Number  626540  may  be 
Identifled  by  the  following: 

(a)  The  basic  part  number  with  or  with¬ 

out  revision  letter  suffix  on  the  combustion 
surface  of  the  head,  or  \ 

(b)  The  letter  “H"  or  a  triangle  stamped 
or  etched  0.06  Inch  high  on  the  valve  stem 
between  the  keeper  groove  and  the  end  of 
the  valve. 

This  supersedes  Amendment  245,  26  F.R. 
1031,  AD  61-3-2. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603;  72  Stat.  752,  775,  776; 
49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  July  25,  1963. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
18.  1963. 

W.  Lloyd  Lane, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FJl.  Doc.  63-7786;  Filed,  July  24.  1963; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Reg.  Docket  No.  1813;  Arndt.  593] 

PART  507— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Douglas  DC— 8  Series  Aircraft 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R. 
6489) ,  amendments  to  AD  62-20-1, 
Amendment  484,  27  F.R.  9212,  as  amend¬ 
ed  by  Amendment  490,  27  F.R.  9697,  and 
Amendment  559,  28  P.R.  4127,  were 
adopted  on  Jime  26,  1963,  and  July  3, 
1963,  and  made  effective  immediately  as 
to  all  known  United  States  operators  of 
Douglas  DC-8  Series  aircraft.  As  a  re¬ 
sult  of  additional  failures  in  service,  it 
has  been  determined  that  special  inspec¬ 
tions  of  Aeroquip  hoses  P/N  677219-4  are 
necessary  in  the.interest  of  safety. 

Since  it  was '  found  that  immediate 
corrective  action  was  required  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  safety,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  thereon  were  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  and  good 
cause  e^ted  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  immediately  as  to  all  known 
U.S.  operators  of  Douglas  DC-8  Series 
aircraft  by  individual  telegrams  dated 
June  26,  1963.  The  telegraphic  amend¬ 
ment  of  June  26,  1963,  was  subsequently 
relaxed  by  individual  telegrams  dated 
July  3.  1963,  to  permit  adjustments  in 
the  inspection  periods  for  aircraft  used 
in  crew  training  operations.  Since  these 
conditions  still  exist,  the  amendment  is 
hereby  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  as  an  amendment  to  §  507.10(a)  of 
Part  507  (14  CFR  Part  507),  to  make 
it  effective  as  to  all  persons. 


Amendment  484,  27  F.R.  9212  as 
amended  by  Amendment  490,  27  F.R. 
9697,  and  Amendment  559,  28  F.R.  4127, 
Douglas  DC-8  Series  aircraft,  is  further 
amended  by: 

1.  Deleting  in  paragraph  (c)  reference 

to  “Aeroquip  basic  P/N  677219-4/same 
length  code/.”  '' 

2.  Adding  the  following  paragraphs 
(e),  (f),  and  (g)  to  read: 

(e)  Aeroquip  wing  flap  actuating  cylinder 
hoses  P/N  677219-4/same  length  code/  hav¬ 
ing  less  than  2000  hours  total  hose  time  in 
service  must  be  inspected  for  evidence  of 
external  fluid  leakage  daUy  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD.  If  any  Indication  of  fluid 
leakage  is  detected  or  if  hydraulic  fluid  is 
present  on  any  hose,  replace  the  hose  with 
a  new  hose  or,  alternatively,  wipe  clean  and 
apply  full  system  pressure  (2900  plus  or 
minus.  100  4>s.i.)  to  the  flap  hoses  per  Doug¬ 
las  Alert  Service  Bulletin  A27-146  or  other 
FAA  approved  method.  If  any  evidence  of 
seepage  or  leakage  is  found  as  a  result  of 
this  test,  replace  the  hose  before  further 
flight.  Hoses  which  do  not  show  evidence 
of  seepage  or  leakage  may  be  continued  in 
operation  subject  to  the  inspection  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  paragraph  until  the  accumula¬ 
tion  of  2000  hours  after  which  the  provisions 
of  (f)  apply. 

(f)  Aeroquip  wing  flap  cylinder  actuating 
hoses  P/N  677219-4/same  length  code/  which 
have  2000  or  more  hours  total  hose  time  in 
service  must  be  inspected  for  evidence  of 
external  fluid  leakage  after  each  landing 
commencing  within  ten  hours  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD.  It  any  indication 
of  fluid  leakage  is  detected  or  if  hydraulic 
fluid  is  present  on  any  hose,  replace  the  hose 
with  a  new  hoee  or,  alternatively,  wipe  clean 
and  apply  full  system  pressure  (2900  plus  or 
minus  100  ps.i.)  to  the  flap  hoses  per  Doug¬ 
las  Alert  Service  Bulletin  A27-146  or  other 
FAA  approved  method.  If  any  evidence  of 
seepage  or  leakage  is  found  as  a  result  of 
this  test,  replace  the  hose  before  further 
flight.  Hoses  which  do  not  show  evidence 
of  seepage  or  leakage  may  be  continued  in 
operation  subject  to  the  Inspection  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  paragraph. 

(g)  Upon  request  by  an  operator,  an  FAA 
maintenance  inspector,  subject  to  prior  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Chief,  Engineering  an<|  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  FAA  Western  Region,  may 
adjust  the  repetitive  inspection  Intervals 
specifled  in  this  AD  for  individual  aircraft, 
when  such  aircraft  are  used  for  crew  train¬ 
ing  operations  and  compensating  factors 
exist  that  permit  such  adjustment. 

3.  Changing  the  parenthetical  refer¬ 
ence  statement  to  read : 

(Douglas  DC-8  Service  Bulletin  No.  27-113, 
Reissue  No.  1  dated  November  14,  1962, 
pertains  to  this  same  subject.  Douglas  Alert 
Service  Bulletin  A27-146  pertains  to  the  sub¬ 
ject  covered  in  paragraphs  (e)  and  (f).) 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603;  72  Stat.  752,  775,  776; 
49  U.S.C.  1354(a) ,  1421, 1423) 

Hiis  amendment  shall  become  effective 
upon  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
for  all  persons  except  those  to  whom  it 
was  made  effective  immediately  by  tele¬ 
gram  dated  June  26, 1963,  as  amended  by 
telegram  dated  July  3, 1963. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  18, 
1963. 

W.  Lloyd  Lane, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FJl.  Doc.  63-7787;  Filed,  July  24,  1963; 

8:45  a.m.] 
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Thursday,  July  25,  1963 

Title  21— FOOD  AND  DR06S 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  C — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  Animal  Feed  or  Animal-Feed 
Supplements 

Subpart  D — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  Food  for  Human  Consumption 

Calcium  Silicate 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  data  in  a  petition  filed 
by  Johns-Manville  Products  Corporation, 
22  East  Fortieth  Street,  New  York  16, 
New  York,  and  other  relevant  material, 
has  concluded  that  regulations  should 
issue  to  prescribe  the  use  of  calcium  sili¬ 
cate  in  animal  feed  and  in  food.  There¬ 
fore,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)(1)),  and  under  the  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  by  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  (25  F.R.  8625) ,  new  sections  are 
added  to  the  food  additive  regulations, 
as  follows: 

§  121.250  Calcium  silicate. 

Calcium  silicate,  including  synthetic 
calcium  silicate,  may  be  safely  used  as 
an  anticaking  agent  in  animal  feed,  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  amount  of  calcium  silicate 
does  not  exceed  2  percent. 

§121.1135  Calcium  silicate. 

Calcium  silicate,  including  synthetic 
calcium  silicate,  may  be  safely  used  in 
food  in  accordance  with  the  following 
prescribed  conditions ; 

(a)  It  is  used  as  an  anticaking  agent 
in  food  in  an  amount  not  in  excess  of 
that  reasonably  required  to  produce  its 
intended  effect,  and  subject  to  Uie  fol¬ 
lowing  limitations : 

(1)  It  is  not  to  be  used  in  infant  foods 
and  foods  for  special  dietary  use. 

(2)  It  will  not  exceed  2  percent  by 
weight  of  the  food,  except  that  it  may  be 
present  up  to  5  percent  by  weight  of 
baking  powder. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  written  objections 
thereto.  Objections  shall  show  wherein 
the  person  filing  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  order  and  specify  with 
particularity  the  provisions  of  the  order 
deemed  objectionable  and  the  grounds 
for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing  is  re¬ 
quested,  the  objections  must  state  the 
issues  for  tSie  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections 
may  be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum 
or  brief  in  support  thereof.  All  docu¬ 
ments  shall  be  filed  in  quintuplicate. 


Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

(Seo.  409(c)(1).  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(c)(1)) 

Dated:  July  18, 1963. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7816;  Filed,  Jxily  24,  1963; 
8:52  am.] 


Title  24— HOUSING  AND 
HOUSING  CREDIT 

Chapter  II — Federal  Housing  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  G — HOUSING  FOR  MODERATE 
INCOME  AND  DISPLACED  FAMILIES 

PART  221— LOW  COST  AND  MODER¬ 
ATE  INCOME  MORTGAGE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE 

S  u  b  p  a  r  t  C — Eligibility  Require¬ 
ments — Moderate  Income  Projects 

Section  221.520  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§221.520  Covenaiit  against  liens. 

(a)  The  mortgage  shall,  except  as 
otherwise  provided  in  this  section,  con¬ 
tain  a  covenant  against  the  creation  by 
the  mortgagor  of  liens  against  the  prop¬ 
erty  superior  or  inferior  to  the  lien  of  the 
mortgage. 

(b)  The  provisions  of  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  shall' not  apply  where  a 
lien  inferior  to  the  lien  of  the  insured 
mortgage  is  given  in  favor  of  an  agency 
of  the  United  States  under  such  circum¬ 
stances  as  may  be  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner. 

(Sec.  221,  52  stat.  23;  12  n.S.C.  1715b.  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  see.  221,  68  Stat.  599,  as 
amended;  12  U.S.C.  17151) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C..  July  19, 
1963. 

Philip  N.  Browns'tein, 
Federal  Housing  Commissioner. 

IFJR.  Doc.  63-7834;  Filed,'  July  24,  1963; 
8:56  a.m.] 

Title  20— JUDICIAL 
ADMINISTRATION 

Chapter  I — Department  of  Justice 

[Order  No.  299-63] 

PART  0— ORGANIZATION  OF  THE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Assignment  of  Functions  Relating  to 
President’s  Committee  on  Equal 
Employment  Opportunity 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me 
by  Executive  Order  No.  10925  of  March 
6.  1961,  as  amended,  and  as  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States:  It  is  here~ 
hy  ordered,  as  follows: 

1.  Pursuant  to  section  102(c)  of  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  No.  10925. 1  hereby  desig¬ 


nate  John  R  Nolan,  Jr..  Assistant  to  the 
Attorney  General,  as  the  alternate  for 
the  Attorney  (General  on  the  President’s 
Committee  on  Equal  Employment  Op¬ 
portunity. 

2.  Subpart  O  of  Part  0  (relating  to  the 
organization  of  the  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice)  of  Title  28  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  hereby  amended  by  re¬ 
designating  §  0.83  as  §  0.84  and  by  insert¬ 
ing  a  new  §  0.83  as  follows: 

§  0.83  Principal  Compliance  Officer. 

Pursuant  to  section  307  of  Executive 
Order  No.  10925  of  March  6,  1961,  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  President’s  Committee  on 
Equal  Empl03rment  Opportunity,  the 
Administrative  Assistant  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  is  designated  as  the  Principal  Com¬ 
pliance  Officer  for  the  Department  of 
Justice,  and  he  is  authorized  to  designate, 
from  time  to  time,  such  Deputy  Com¬ 
pliance  Officers  as  he  may  deem  to  be 
necessary  and  appropriate  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  that  order. 

3.  Order  No.  242-61  and  Order  No. 
268-62  are  hereby  superseded. 

Dated:  July  19, 1963. 

Robert  F.  Kennedy, 
Attorney  General. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7822;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 

8:53  a.m.] 


Title  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  VI — Department  of  the  Navy 
SUBCHAPTER  E — CLAIMS 

PART  750— NAVY  GENERAL  CLAIMS 

PART  753— NAVY  FOREIGN  CLAIMS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Scope  and  purpose.  The  amendments 
deal  with  the  processing  of  certain  types 
of  claims  against- and  in  favor  of  the 
United  States  and  are  intended  to  update 
the  regulations  in  accordance  with  recent 
Department  of  Defense  notices  (28  FJt. 
6753  and  7040) .  Corresponding  changes 
to  the  Manual  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  will  be  distributed  to  holders  of 
that  manual  in  due  course. 

1.  Section  750.48(a)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  750.48  Single  service  assignment  of 
responsibility  for  processing  of 
claims. 

(a)  List  of  countries.  The  Secretary 
of  Defense  (Department  of  Defense  no¬ 
tice,  28  FJEl.  6753)  has  assigned  respon¬ 
sibility  for  the  processing  of  all  claims 
in  favor  of  the  United  States,  or  against 
the  United  States  and  cognizable  under: 

(1)  'The  Foreign  Claims  Act  (10  U.S.C. 
2734) , 

(2)  The  Military  Claims  Act  (10  U.S.C. 
2733), •and 

(3)  10  U.S.C.  2734a-2734b  (formerly 
the  Act  of  August  31,  1953  (68  Stat.  1006, 
31  U.S.C.  224i-2  to  224i-5) , 

which  arise  in  the  following  coimtries  to 
the  military  departments  indicated  be¬ 
low  in  this  section:  - 

I.  Department  of  the  Army:  Belgium,  Ethi¬ 
opia,  France,  the  Federal  RepubUc  of  Oer- 
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many,  Iran,  Korea,  Republic  ol  Vietnam,  and 
as  the  Receiving  State  Office  in  the  United 
States  xmder  10  U3.C.  2734a-2734b  and  the 
North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization  Status  of 
Forces  Agreement  (4  UST  1792,' TI AS '2846) . 

n.  Department  of  the  Navy:  Australia,  Ice¬ 
land,  Italy,  and  Portugal. 

ni.  Department  of  ttie  Air  Force:  Canada, 
Denmark,  Greece,  Japan,  Libya,  Luxembourg, 
Netherlands,  Norway,  Pakistan,  Saudi  Arabia, 
Spain,  Turkey,  and  the  United  Kingdom. 

2.  Section  753.29  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  753.29  Claims  arising  in  specified  for¬ 
eign  countries. 

(a)  Under  NATO  status  of  forces  and 
similar  agreements.  The  United  States 
has  ratified  the  NATO  Status  of  Forces 
Agreement  (4  U.S.T.  1792,  TIAS  2846) 
and  has  entered  into,  and  contemplates 
entering  into,  other  similar  agreements 
with  foreign  countries.  Article  VUI  of 
the  NATO  Status  of  Forces  Agreement 
and  certain  provisions  of  other  agree¬ 
ments  are  inconsistent  with  the  con¬ 
tinued  unrestricted  use  of  the  Foreign 
Claims  Act  and  its  implementing  regu¬ 
lations  in  certain  countries.  It  is,  there¬ 
fore,  directed  that  the  directives  of  the 
cognizant  area  commander  be  consulted 
and  that  claims  not  be  referred  to  for¬ 
eign  claims  commissions  until  it  has  been 
determined  that  such  action  is  not  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  provisions  of  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  agreements  and  their  imple¬ 
menting  directives.  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  notice  published  on  July  10,  1963 
(28  F.R.  7040)  directs  that,  where  a  single 
service  has  been  or  may  be  assigned  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  claims  in  a  particular 
country  or  area,  all  reimbursements,  set¬ 
tlements  or  payments  that  may  be  made 
in  such  country  or  area  under  the  Foreign 
Claims  Act  (10  U.S.C.  2734)  and  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Claims  Act  (10  UJ3.C.  2733)  shall 
be  made  normally  by  that  service.  In 
countries  in  which  the  NATO  Status  of 
Forces  Agreement  or  a  similar  agree¬ 
ment  is  in  force,  accidents  which  may 
give  rise  to  a  tort  claim  against  the 
United  States  arising  from  acts  or  omis¬ 
sions  of  naval  personnel,  or  members  of 
the  civilian  component  of  the  naval  serv¬ 
ice,  including  claims  for  death  or  per¬ 
sonal  injury,  resulting  from  the  naviga¬ 
tion  or  operation  of  a  ship,  or  from  the 
loading,  carriage  or  discharge  of  its 
cargo,  will  be  investigated  and  reports 
will  be  made  in  accordance  with  the  in¬ 
structions  promulgated  by  the  cognizant 
naval  commander. 

(b)  Single  service  assignment  of  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  processing  of  claims. 
The  Secretary  of  Defense  (Department 
of  Defense  notice,  28  F.R.  6753)  has 
assigned  responsibility  for  the  process¬ 
ing  of  all  claims  in  favor  of  the  United 
States,  or  against  the  United  States  and 
cognizable  under: 

(1>  The  Foreign  Claims  Act  (10  U.S.C. 
2734) , 

(2)  The  Military  Claims  A(^  (10 

U.S.C.  2733),  and 

(3)  10  U.S.C.  2734a-2734b  (formerly 
the  Act  of  August  31,  1954  (68  Stat.  1006, 
31  U.S.C.  224i-2  to  224i-5) ) , 

which  arise  in  the  following  countries 
to  the  military  departments  indicated 
in  this  paragraph  below: 


I.  Department  of  the  Army:  Belgium, 
Ethiopia,  France,  The  Federal  Republic  of 
Germany,  Iran,  Korea,  Republic  of  Vietnam, 
and  as  the  Receiving  State  Office  in  the 
United  States  under  10  U.S.C.  2734a-2734b 
and  the  NATO  Status  of  Forces  Agreement. 

II.  Department  of  the  Navy:  Australia, 
Iceland,  Italy,  and  Portugal. 

III.  Department  of  the  Air  Force:  Canada, 
Denmark,  Greece,  Japan,  Libya,  Liixemboxirg, 
Netherlands,  Norway,  Pakistan,  Saudi  Arabia, 
Spain,  Turkey,  and  the  United  Kingdom. 

Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  paragraph,  the  Department 
of  the  Navy  has  been  authorized  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  to  settle  nonscope 
of  duty  claims  under  $200  arising  in 
foreign  ports  visited  by  U.S.  forces  afioat 
and  may,  subject  to  the  concurrence  of 
the  authorities  of  the  receiving  state 
concerned,  process  such  claims  without 
regard  to  article  VUI,  paragraph  6  of 
the  NATO  Status  of  Forces  Agreement. 

3.  Section  753.30(a)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

753.30  Claims  generated  by  other 
than  Department  of  the  Navy  person¬ 
nel. 

(a)  Cross-servicing.  A  Department  of 
Defense  notice  published  on  July  10, 1963 
(28  F.R.  7040)  provides  that  any  claims, 
whether  Army,  Air  Force,  Navy,  or 
Marine  Corps,  which  may  be  settled 
imder  the  provisions  of  the  Foreign 
Claims  Act  or  of  the  Military  Claims  Act, 
may  be  settled  by  any  commission  or 
commissions  appointed  under  the  reg¬ 
ulations  of  any  of  the  above-listed  serv¬ 
ices,  without  regard  to  the  service  of  the 
military  tortfeasor.  See  §  753.29  in  re¬ 
gard  to  areas  in  which  cross-servicing 
is  mandatory.  The  naval  regulations 
implementing  the  Military  Claims  Act 
are  contained  in  Part  750  of  this  chapter 
and  will  be  followed,  as  far  as  applicable, 
in  the  settlement  of  claims  under  that 
Act  by  foreign  claims  commissions. 

*  *  *  ,  *  ^ 

(R.S.  161,  secs.  2733,  2734,  5031,  70A  Stat. 
153,  154,  278,  as  amended,  sec.  113(a),  76 
Stat.  512;  5  U.S.C.  22,  10  U.S.C.  2733,  2734, 
2734a,  2734b, 5031) 

Dated:  July  19, 1963. 

By  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy. 

fsEALl  W.  C.  Mott, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Navy, 
Judge  Advocate  General  of 
the  Navy. 

(F.R.  Doc.  63-7814;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 

8:51  a.m.] 

Title  33— NAVIGATION  AND 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Chapter  II — Corps  of  Engineers, 
Department  of  the  Army 

PART  202— ANCHORAGE 
REGULATIONS 

PART  203 — BRIDGE  REGULATIONS 

Atlantic  Ocean,  Fla.,  and  Indian  River, 
Fla. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of 


March  4,  19t5  (38  Stat.  1053;  33  U.S.C. 
471),  §  202.188  governing  an  anchorage 
area  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  Florida,  is 
hereby  amended  with  respect  to  para¬ 
graph  (b)  revising  subparagraphs  (5) 
and  (6)  changing  the  designation  of  the 
enforcing  agency  effective  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register,  as 
follows: 

§  202.188  Atlantic  Ocean  off  Miami  and 
Miami  Beach,  Fla. 

«  «  «  •  « 

(b)  The  rules  and  regulations.  *  *  ♦ 

(5)  Whenever  the  maritime  or  com¬ 
mercial  interests  of  the  United  States  so 
require,  the  Captain  of  the  Port,  U.S. 
Coast  Guard,  Miami,  Fla.,  is  hereby 
empowered  to  shift  the  position  of  any 
vessel  anchored  on  the  anchorage  groimd 
or  outside  thereof,  or  of  any  vessel 
moored  or  anchored  so  as  to  impede  or 
obstruct  vessel  movements  or  obstruct  or 
interfere  with  range  lights. 

(6)  Vessels  canying  explosives  shall 
be  anchored  only  imder  a  written  permit 
Issued  by  the  Captain  of  the  Port  and 
at  such  point  as  he  may  direct. 

*  *  *  «  * 
[Regs.,  July  9, 1963,  1507-32  (Atlantic  Ocean, 
Fla.)— ENGCW-ON]  (Sec.  7,  38  Stat.  1053; 
33  U.S.C.  471) 

2.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of 
August  18,  1894  (28  Stat.  362;  33  U.S.C. 
499),  §  203.435  is  hereby  prescribed  t6 
govern  the  operation  of  the  Florida  East 
Coast  Railway  bridge  across  Indian 
River  (Intracoastal  Waterway)  near  Jay 
Jay,  Florida,  effective  January  1,  1964 
to  allow  time  for  the  reconstruction  of 
the  bridge  for  automatic  operation,  as 
follows: 

§  203.435  Indian  River  (Intracoastal 
Waterway),  Fla.;  automatic  opera¬ 
tion  of  Florida  East  Coast  Railway 
bridge  near  Jay  Jay  north  of  Titus¬ 
ville. 

(a)  The  bridge  will  not  be  manned  by 
a  regular  attendant. 

(b)  The  bascule  span  will  normally  be 
in  the  open  position,  displaying  flashing 
green  signals,  to  allow  the  movement  of 
water  traffic. 

(c)  When  a  train  approaches  the 
bridge,  the  navigation  signals  will  go  to 
fiashing  red,  and  a  horn  starts  four 
blasts,  pauses  and  then  continues  four 
blasts,  etc. 

(d)  After  an  eight  (8)  minute  time 
delay,  the  bridge  will  lower  and  lock  pro¬ 
viding  the  scanning  equipment  reveals 
nothing  under  the  bridge. 

(e)  After  the  train  has  cleared,  the 
bridge  will  raise  and  the  signals  will 
return  to  fiashing  green  for  navigation. 

(f)  Train  crews  can  hold  the  bridge 
down  by  pushing  a  hold  button,  and  the 
bridge  will  remain  down  for  a  period  of 
eight  (8)  minutes  or  while  the  approach 
track  circuit  is  occupied. 

[Regs.,  July  10,  1963,  1507-32  (Indian  River 
(IWW)  Fla.)— ENGCW-ON]  (Sec.  5,  28 
Stat.  362;  33  U.S.C.  499) 

J.  C.  Lambert, 

Major  General,JJ.S.  Army, 

The  Adjutant  General. 

[FJl.  Doc.  63-7786;  Filed,  July  24,  1963; 
8:45  ajn.] 
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Title  43-tPUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 
SUBCHAPTER  A — ALASKA 

[Circular  2121] 

PART  65 — HOMESTEADS 
Second  Entries 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
make  clear  that  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  September  5,  1914  (38  Stat.  712;  43 
U.S.C.  182)  apply  to  persons  who  have 
made  an  allowable  homestead  .applica¬ 
tion  as  well  as  to  persons  who  have  filed 
a  location  notice  of  settlement  where  the 
person  has  failed  to  perfect  title  to  the 
land  pursuant  to  the  application.  Basis 
for  tliis  amendment  is  a  long  established 
principle,  cited  in  Arouni  v.  Vance,  48 
L.D.  543  (1922)  and  Jack  Edward  Kah- 
low,  A-26173  (May  2, 1951) . 

Although  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior  customarily  observes  the  rule 
making  requirements  volimtarily,  that 
procedure  is  not  followed  in  this  case 
since  the  changes  being  made  are  merely 
an  incorporation  of  established  princi¬ 
ples  into  the  regulations. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  publication  in  the  Fedesul 
Register. 

Section  65.12  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  65.12  Second  entries. 

No  showing  is  required  of  an  applicant 
for  160  acres  in  Alaska  as  to  a  former 
homestead  entry  outside  of  the  State, 
but  if  the  applicant  has  made  homestead 
entry,  or  made  an  allowable  homestead 
application  or  filed  a  location  notice  of 
settlement  in  the  State  and  failed  to 
perfect  title  to  the  land,  he  must,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  another  application  to 
make  homestead  entry  in  the  State,  make 
the  showing  required  by' the  Act  of  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1914  (38  Stat.  712;  43  UB.C. 
182)  explained  in  §§  166.74-166.77  of  this 
chapter. 

Kenneth  Holum, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  18, 1963. 

[FJl.  Doc.  63-7813;  FUed,  July  24,  1963; 

8:50  a.m.] 


[Circular  2117] 

PART  75~SALES  AND  LEASES 
Revocation  of  Sections 

Because  virtually  all  the  lands  subject 
to  the  regulations  have  now  been  ap¬ 
propriated  by  State  selections  or  other¬ 
wise,  the  regulations  in  43  CFR  75.1-75.12 
are  now  obsolete  and,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  under  section  2478  of  the  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes,  are  hereby  revoked,  effec¬ 
tive  on  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
revocation  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Kenneth  Holum,' 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  18, 1963. 

|F.R.  Doc.  63-7809;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 

.  8:49  ajn.] 


SUBCHAPTER  C— AREAS  SUBJECT  TO  SPECIAL 
LAWS 

[Circular  2115] 

PART  116— ABANDONED  MILITARY 
RESERVATIONS 

Revocation  of  Part 

Remaining  law  and  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  abandoned  militart^  reservations  are 
virtually,  if  not  entirely,  obsolete  owing 
to  the  disposition  of  the  lands  that  were 
subject  thereto.  Furthermore,  the  reg¬ 
ulations  in  43  CFR,  Part  116,  relate  to  a 
matter  that  can  be  considered  on  an  in¬ 
dividual  basis,  should  a  case  arise. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
under  section  2478  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  (43  U.S.C.  1201),  43  CFR,  Part 
116,  is  hereby  revoked,  effective  on  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  revocation  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Kenneth  Holum, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  18, 1963. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7807:  Piled,  July  24.  1963; 

8:49  a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER  J — INDIAN  ALLOTMENTS  AND 
INDIAN  LANDS 

[Circular  2120] 

PART  177— RESTORED  AND  CEDED 
INDIAN  LANDS 

Revocation  of  Part 

Most  of  the  ceded  Indian  lands  that 
remained  in  Federal  ownership  in  1934 
have  been  restored  to  tribal  ownership. 
The  small  amounts  of  remaining  lands 
are  withdrawn  from  disposition  imder 
the  public  land  laws.  Regulations  are 
no  longer  necessary,  and  43  CFR,  Part 
177,  is  hereby  revoked,  effective  on  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  revocation  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Kenneth  Holum. 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  18, 1963. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7812;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 

8:50  a.m.] 

SUBCHAPTER  K — MILITARY  AND  NAVAL 
SERVICE 

[Circular  No.  2116] 

PART  181— VETERANS’,  SOLDIERS’ 
AND  SAILORS’  RIGHTS 

Suspensions  of  Leases,  Permits, 
Licenses,  etc. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
reflect  in  the  regulations  the  intent  of 
the  Soldiers’  and  Sailors’  Civil  Relief  Act 
of  1940,  50  U.S.C.  App.,  1958  ed.,  sec. 
501  as  explained  in  Kieth  G.  Wilson  et  al., 
A-29173  (March  18,  1963).  It  provides 
that  although  failure  to  give  notice  in 
situations  where  notice  is  not  prescribed 
by  law  but  is  required  by  regulation  will 
not  necessarily  result  in  loss  of  rights 
it  may  result  in  such  loss,  as  in  cases 
where  interests  of  third  parties  inter¬ 
vene  or  the  land  has  been  appropriated 
to  other  uses. 

Although  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior  customarily  observes  the  rule  mak¬ 


ing  requirements  voluntarily,  that  pro¬ 
cedure  is  not  followed  in  this  case  since 
the  changes  being  made  merely  incor¬ 
porate  existing  interpretations  into  the 
regulations. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Section  181.32(c)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  181.32  Suspensions  of  leases,  permits, 
licenses,  etc. 

t  «  *  •  *  • 

(c)  In  order  to  obtain  the  benefits  of 
section  506  of  the  act  (mineral  leases 
and  permits)  and  to  protect  the  benefits 
granted  by  section  501  of  the  act  (other 
rights)  notice  of  military  service  must 
be  given  in  accordance  with  §  181.24. 
Such  notice  will  enable  the  Secretary  to 
take  steps  to  protect  the  rights  involved. 
Failure  to  give  such  notice  may  result 
in  their  loss,  as  when  valid  interests  of 
third  parties  intervene  or  when  the  land 
becomes  appropriated  to  other  uses. 

Kenneth  Holum, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  18,  1963. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7808;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 
8:49  a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER  M — NATIONAL  FORESTS,  NA¬ 
TIONAL  PARKS,  AND  NATIONAL  MONUMENTS 

[Circular  2118] 

PART  206— NATIONAL  PARKS  AND 
NATIONAL  MONUMENTS 

Revocation  of  Part 

Since  the  present  subject  matter  of 
43  CFR,  Part  206,  refers  to  internal  co¬ 
ordinating  procedures  rather  than  to 
regulations,  it  is  hereby  revoked  effective 
on  the  date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Kenneth  Holum, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  18.  1963. 

[PJR.  Doc.  63-7810;  PUed,  July  24,  1963; 
8:49  am.] 


SUBCHAPTER  T— SALE,  LEASE,  OR  USE,  AND 
ACQUISITIONS 
[Circular  No.  2119] 

PART  259— PISPOSAL  OF  MINERAL 
MATERIAL  RESOURCES 

The  purpose  of  the  following  amend¬ 
ments  is  to  implement  Public  Laws  87- 
689  and  713  (Acts  of  September  25  and 
28,  1962;  30  U.S.C.  601-602),  relative  to 
di:^sal  of  mineral  materials  under  the 
Materials  Act. 

Although  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior  customarily  observes  the  rule 
making  requirements  voluntarily,  that 
procedure  is  not  followed  in  this  case 
since  the  changes  being  made  are  but 
repetitive  of  the  law  and  an  expansion 
of  present  regulations. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

1.  Paragraphs  (a)  and  (f )  are  revoked 
and  paragraphs  (b) ,  (c) ,  (d)  and  (e)  of 
§  259.1  are  renumbered  and  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


§  259.1  Statutory  authority. 

(a)  The  Materials  Act  of  July  31, 1947, 
amended  by  the  acts  of  July  23, 1955  and 
September  25,  1962  (30  UJS.C.  601,  602) , 
authorizes  the  disposal  of  mineral  mate¬ 
rials  including,  but  not  limited  to,  petri¬ 
fied  wood  and  common  varieties  of  sand, 
stone,  gravel,  pumice,  piunicite,  cinders 
and  clay,  in  the  public  land  of  the  United 
States  (includii^  the  O&C  lands  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  §  115.2  of  this  chapter) ;  if  the 
disposal  of  such  materials  (1)  is  not  oth¬ 
erwise  expressly  authorized  by  law,  in¬ 
cluding,  but  not  limited  to  the  act  of 
June  28,  1934,  as  amended  (43  U.S.C. 
315) ,  and  the  United  States  mining  laws, 
and  (2)  is  not  expressly  prohibited  by 
the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  (3) 
would  not  be  detrimental  to  the  public 
interest.  Disposals  of  pumicite,  ^thin 
certain  areas  of  the  Katmai  National 
Monument,  Alaska,  may  also  be  made 
under  this  act,  however,  under  appro¬ 
priate  contract  conditions  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  monument.  Act  of  April 
15,  1954  (68  Stat.  53). 

(b)  Where  the  lands  have  been  with¬ 
drawn  in  aid  of  a  function  of  a  Federal 
department  or  agency  other  than  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  or  of  a  State, 
county,  municipality,  water  district  or 
other  local  governmental  subdivision  or 
agency,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
may  make  disposals  imder  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  this  part  only,  with  the  consent 
of  such  Fede^  department  or  agency  or 
of  such  State  or  local  governmental  unit. 
The  act  provides  that  the  Secretary  of 
Agricultme  shall  dispose  of  materials 
from  lands  administered  by  him  for  na¬ 
tional  forest  purposes  or  for  purposes  of 
title  m  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm 
Tenant  Act  or  where  withdrawn  for  any 
other  function  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture.  See  36  CFR,  Part  251  for 
Forest  Service  regulations  relative  to 
the  disposal  of  materials  in  the  national 
forests. 

(c)  Disposal  of  mineral  materials  un¬ 
der  the  act  may  not  be  made  from  any 
lands  in  any  national  park  or  national 
monument  or  from  any  Indian  lands  or 
lands  set  aside  or  held  for  the  use  or 
benefit  of  Indians  including  lands  over 
which  jurisdiction  has  been  transferred 
to  the  i:>epartment  of  the  Interior  by 
Executive  Order  for  the  use  of  Indians. 

(d)  The  act  authorizes  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  in  his  discretion  to  per¬ 
mit  free  use  of  mineral  materials  by  any 
Federal  or  State  governmental  agency 
imit  or  subdivision,  including  municipali¬ 
ties,  or  any  association  or  corporation 
not  organized  for  profit  for  use  other 
than  for  commercial  or  industrial  pur¬ 
poses  or  resale. 

2.  Section  259.2  is  amended  by  delet¬ 
ing  paragraphs  (d),  (g),  (h)  and  is 
otherwise  amended  as  follows: 

§  259.2  Definitions. 

(a)  “Bureau”  means  Bureau  of  Land 
Management.  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior. 


(b)  “Director”  means  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

(c)  “Authorized  Oflficer”  means  the 
Government  official  who  has  been  duly 
authorized  to  sign  a  contract  for  the  sale 
of  mineral  materials  from  public  lands 
or  to  supervise  operations  and  take  ac¬ 
tion  under  such  contract. 

(d)  “Mineral  Materials”  include,  but 
are  not  limited  to  “common  varieties” 
of  sand,  stone,  gravel,  pumice,  pumicite, 
cinders,  clay  and  other  mineral  mate¬ 
rials,  and  petrified  wo<kl. 

(e)  The  word  “act”  when  used  in  this 
part  refers  to  the  act  of  July  31,  1947, 
as  amended. 

3.  Section  259.42  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (a)  as  follows: 

§  259.42  Advertising. 

(a)  Material  sales  offered  by  competi¬ 
tive  bidding  shall  be  advertised  in  a  news¬ 
paper  of  general  circulation  in  the  area 
where  the  material  is  located  and  notice 
of  the  sale  shall  be  posted  in  a  conspicu¬ 
ous  place  in  the  office  where  bids  are  to 
be  submitted.  Such  advertisement  shall 
be  published  on  the  same  day  once  a  week 
for  two  consecutive  weeks  except  that 
notice  of  sales  amoimting  to  $5,000  or 
less  need  be  published  only  once. 

4.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  259.45  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  259.45  Negotiated  sales. 

(a)  (1)  When  it  is  determined  by  the 
authorized  officer  to  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  where  the  sale  is  of  property 
for  which  it  is  impracticable  to  obtain 
competition,  he  may  sell  at  not  less  than 
the  apprais^  value,  without  advertising 
or  calling  for  bids,  mineral  materials  not 
exceeding  $5,000  in  value.  Where  it  is 
impracticable  to  obtain  competition  and 
the  materials  are  to  be  used  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  development  of  Federal 
lands  imder  a  mineral  lease  or  leases  is¬ 
sued  by  the  United  States,  sales  under 
this  paragraph  may  be  made  in  a  sum 
not  exceeding  $10,000. 

(2)  The  author^ed  officer  may  sell,  at 
not  less  than  the  appraised  value,  with¬ 
out  advertising  or  calling  for  bids,  min¬ 
eral  materials  not  exceeding  $10,000  in 
value  when  it  is  in  the  public  interest  and 
the  contract  is  for  materials  to  be  used 
in  connection  with  a  public  works  im¬ 
provement  prpgram  on  behalf  of  a  Fed¬ 
eral,  State,  or  local  governmental  agency 
and  the  public  exigency  will  not  permit 
the  delay  incident  to  advertising. 

(3)  The  total  aggregate  of  negotiated 
sales  which  may  be  made  in  any  one 
State  to  or  for  the  benefit  of  any  one  per¬ 
son,  partnership,  association  or  corpora¬ 
tion  in  any  period  of  twelve  consecutive 
months  shall  not  exceed  $10,000. 

Kenneth  Holttm, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  18,  1963. 

[FH.  Doc.  63-7811;  Filed,  July  34,  1963; 

8:60  am.] 


Title  47— TaECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I— Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[FCC  63-671] 

PART  1— PRACTICE  AND 
PROCEDURE 

Petition  for  Reconsideration  of  Final 
Action  Taken  by  the  Commission  En 
Banc  or  by  a  Designated 'Authority 
Pursuant  to  a  Delegation 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  18th  day  of 
July  1963; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  §  1.84  of  its  rules,  governing  pe¬ 
titions  for  reconsideration,  and  in  par¬ 
ticular  the  application  of  that  section  to 
the  reconsideration  of  Commission  action 
in  rule  making  proceedings  conducted 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Procedure  Act;  and 
It  appearing,  that  §  1.84(f)  appears 
on  its  face  to  require  the  service  of  peti¬ 
tions  for  reconsideration  upon  the  par¬ 
ticipants  in  such  rule  making  proceed¬ 
ings;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  it  has  not 
been  the  Commission’s  practice  to  re¬ 
quire  service  in  such  circumstances;  that 
§  1.84  was  not  intended  to  impose  such 
a  requirement;  that  such  a  requirement 
would,  in  view  of  the  numerous  partici¬ 
pants  in  many  of  those  proceedings,  be 
unreasonably  burdensome;  and  that 
§  1.84  should  be  clarified  in  this  respect; 
and 

It  further  appearing,  that  §  1.84  is  not 
intended  to,  and  should  not,  require  the 
service  of  oppositions  and  replies  filed 
in  connection  with  such  petitions  on  all 
participants  in  such  proceedings,  and 
that  §  1.84  should  be  further  clarified 
in  this  respect;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  authority 
for  the  amendment  herein  is  contained 
in  sections  4(i)  and  303  (r)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended; 
and  ^ 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  herein  is  editorial  and  procedural 
in  nature  and  that  the  notice  and  ef¬ 
fective  date  requirements  of  section  4  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  are 
inapplicable: 

It  is  ordered.  Effective  July  26,  1963, 
that  §  1.84  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
is  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.  1066,  1082,  as 

amended;  47  UJS.C.  154,  303) 

Released:  July  22,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

'  Secretary. 

1.  Section  1.84  is  amended  by  adding 
a  note  at  the  end  of  the  section  to  read 
as  follows: 


Thursday,  July  25,  1962 
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§  1.84  Petition  for  reconsideration  of  is  permitted  a  limit  for  radiation  of  sonic  ranges.  The  use  of  the  term 
final  action  taken  by  the  Commission  electromagnetic  energy  of  120  uv/m  at  “ultrasonic  equipment”  to  describe 
en  banc  or  by  a  desi^ated  authority  1000  feet.  Such  equipment  operating  equipment  which  may  operate  either  in 
pursuant  to  a  delegation.  below  20  kc/s  becomes  subject  to  the  the  sonic  or  ultrasonic  ranges  may  ap- 

0  *  *  *  *  regulations  governing  miscellaneous  pear  to  be  somewhat  anomalous,  but 

Note:  Petitions  for  reconsideration  of  equipment  which  requires  that  radiation  this  terminology  has  come  to  be  accepted 
Commission  action  in  rule  making  proceed-  be  limited  to  15  uv/m  at  1000  feet.  Thus,  by  the  industry,  and  the  Commission  is 
ings  conducted  imder,  section  4  of  the  Ad-  a  Change  Of  frequency  of  a  few  cycles,  not  disposed  to  modify  the  term, 
niinistrative  Procedure  Act  need  not  be  involves  a  change  in  radiation  limit  fibm  8.  It  appears  that  the  amendments 
served  on  participante  In  the  prw^ing.  jg  j20  uv/m.  contained  herein  will  be  beneficial  to  the 

m  Ch  procSdmgs  need  be  served  only  bn  equipment  op-  users  of  ultrwomc  equipment  and  can 

the  person  who  filed  the  petition.  Replies  erating  above  20  kc/s  may  be  type  ap-  have  neghgible  if  any,  adverse  effect  on 
to  such  opposiuons  need  be  served  only  on  proved  or  certificated  at  the  option  of  other  members  of  the  public.  If  the 
the  person  who  filed  the  opposition.  the  manufacturer;  whereas  such  equip-  Commission  issued  a  notice  of  .proposed 

IPR  Doc  63-7830-  Filed  July  24  1963-  ment  operating  below  20  kc/s  may  not  be  rule  making  in  this  matter,  it  is  highly 

'  ■  8:65  am.]  ^  approved  but  must  be  certificated,  unlikely  that  any  adverse  comments 

Furthermore,  the  certificate  must  be  re-  would  be  received.  Therefore,  the  Com- 
newed  every  three  years,  a  requirement  mission  finds  that  it  is  unnecessary  in 
[PCC  63-656]  that  does  not  apply  to  ultrasonic  equip-  this  instance  to  follow  the  notice  and 

iKiniiCTDiAi  criPKiTiFir  ment.  public  procedure  requirements  of  section 

5.  Finally,  ultrasonic  equipment  oper-  4(a)  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 

•  AND  MEDICAL.  EQUIPMENT  ^ting  above  20  kc/s  (and  up  to  but  not  Act. 

Renoii  nnci  Order  Relatina  to  Defini-  including  90  kc/s)  and  generating  less  9-  Accordingly,  pursuant  to  authority 
mtr^Lntr  ^^^an  500  watts  of  RF  power  may  be  op-  set  forth  in  sections  4(i)  and  303(r)  of 

tion  Of  Ultrasonic  equipment  grated  without  type  approval  or  certi-  the  -  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 

1.  Part  18  of  the  Commission’s  rules  fication  provided  the  user  assures  himself  amended,  and  effective  August  26,  1963: 

regulates,  among  other  devices,  ultra-  that  the  equipment  complies  with  the  w  ordered.  That  §  18.2(e)  of  Part  18 
sonic  equipment  using  RF  generators,  technical  requirements  in  the  rules.  No  of  the  Commission’s  rules  is  amended  to 
Ultrasonic  equipment  is  defined  in  such  exemption  is  accorded  miscellaneous  read  as  set  forth  below: 

5  18.2(e)  of  these  rules  as:  A  “special  equipment  (ultrasonic  equipment  oper  at-  §  18.2  Definitions, 
type  of  miscellaneous  equipment  which  ing  below  20  kc/s) . 
includes  any  apparatus  which  generates  6.  Thus,  by  defining  ultrasonic  equip- 
radio  frequency  energy  on  frequencies  ment  as  equipment  involving  the  use  of 
above  20  kc/s  and  utilizes  that  energy  frequencies  above  20  kc/s,  we  have  placed 
to  excite  or  drive  an  electro-mechanical  an  undue  burden  on  similar  equipment 
transducer  for  the  production  and  trans-  involving  the  use  of  frequencies  just 
mission  of  ultrasonic  energy  for  indus-  below  20  kc/s.  Namely,  such  lower  fre- 
trial,  scientific,  medical  or  other  quency  eqmpment  must  meet  a  radiation 
purposes”.  «  -  limit  18  db  more  severe ;  it  cannot  be  type 

2.  This  definition  limits  the  {^plication  •  approved  but  must  be  certificated  and 
of  oiu:  ultrasonic  rules  to  equipment  us-  the  certificate  must  be  renewed  every 
ing  frequencies  above  20  kc/s.  However,  three  years. 

similar  equipment  using  frequencies  7.  This  matter  has  been  called  to  the 
below  20  kc/s  (18.5  kc/s  for  instance)  Commission's  attention  and  the  Com- 
is  excluded  from  the  category  of  ultra-  mission  finds  that  the  phrase  “on  fre- 
sonic  equipment  and  is  subject  to  the  quencies  above  20  kc/s”  is  an  unjustifi- 
general  rules  governing  miscellaneous  able  limitation  on  ultrasonic  equipment 
equipment  (Part  18.  §  18.31) .  and  that  the  definition  should  be 

3.  This  fact  introduces  an  inequity  in  amended  as  set  out  below  to  provide 
our  rules  in  three  areas.  Ultrasonic  imiform  requirements  for  operation  on 
equipment  operating  just  above  20  kc/s  frequencies  within  the  sonic  and  ultra- 


(e)  Ultrasonic  equipment  shall  include 
any  apparatus  which  generates  radio 
frequency  energy  and  utilizes  that 
energy  to  excite  or  drive  an  electro¬ 
mechanical  transducer  for  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  sonic  or  ultrasonic  mechanical 
energy  for  industrial,  scientific,  medical 
or  other  noncommunication  purposes. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.  1066, 1082,  as  amended; 
47U.S.C.  164,  303) 

Adopted:  July  17, 1963. 

Released:  July  18, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7831;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 
8:55  a.m.] 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
[  50  CFR  Part  32  1 

CLEAR  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 

REFUGE 

Hiinting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  t^e  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  by  the  Migratory^  Bird 
Conservation  Act  of  February  18,  1929, 
as  amended  (45  Stat.  1222;  16  U.S.C> 
715),  it  is  proposed  to  amend  50  CFR 
32.11  as  set  forth  below.  The  purpose 
of  this  amendment  is  to  provide  for  the 
hunting  of  migratory  game  birds  on 
Clear  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
California,  in  order  to  provide  a  better 
distribution  of  hunting  opportunity  and 
public  recreational  use  of  the  waterfowl 
resource  in  the  Klamath  Basin  vicinity. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  the  public  an  opportiinity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rulemaking  process.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  interested  persons  may  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
amendment,  to  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.C.,  within  30  days  of  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

1.  Section  32.11  is  amended  by  the 
addition  of  the  following  area  as  (me 
where  the  himting  of  migratory  game 
birds  is  authorized: 

§  32.11  List  of  open  areas;  migratory 
game  birds. 

•  *  *  *  * 

CALlrORNlA 

Clear  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

Frank  P.  Briggs, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  19,  1963. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7798;  PUed,  July  24,  1963; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[  50  CFR  Part  32  1 

HAVASU  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE  AND  IMPERIAL  NATIONAL 
WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Hunting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  by  the  Migratory  Bird  Con¬ 
servation  Act  of  February  18,  1929,  as 
amended  (45  Stat.  1222;  16  U.S.C.  715), 
it  is  proposed  to  amend  50  CFR  32.21  by 
the  suidition  of  the  Havasu  Lsike  and  Im¬ 
perial  National  Wildlife  Refuges,  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Arizona,  to  the  list  of  wildlife 
refuge  areas  open  to  the  hunting  of  up¬ 
land  game  as  legislatively  permitted. 
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It  has  been  determined  that  regulated 
hunting  of  quail  and  rabbits  may  be  per- 
mlMbd  on  Havasu  Lake  and  Imperial  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuges  without  detri¬ 
ment  to  the  objectives  for  which  the  areas 
were  established. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  nilemaking  process.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  interested  persons  may  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections,  with  respect  to  this  proposed 
amendment,  to  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  within  30  days  of  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  ttie  Federal 
Register. 

1.  Section  32.21  is  amended  by  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  following  refuges  as  areas 
where  upland  game  himting  is  author- 
izefd: 

§  32.21  List  of  (^en  areas;  upland 
game. 

*  •  «  •  • 

Arizona 

Havasu  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

Imperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

California 

Havasu  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

Imperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

Frank  P.  Briggs, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  19, 1963. 

[PJl.  Doc.  63-7800;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 

8:48  am.] 


[  50  CFR  Part  32  1 

KILLCOHOOK  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE 

Hunting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  by  the  Migratory  Bird 
Conservation  Act  of  February  18,  1929, 
as  amended  (45  Stat.  1222;  16  U.S.C. 
715),  it  is  proposed  to  amend  50  CFR 
32.21  by  the  addition  of  the  Killcohook 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  in  Delaware 
and  New  Jersey,  to  the  list  of  wildlife 
refuge  areas  open  to  the  hunting  of  up¬ 
land  game  as  legislatively  permitted. 

It  has  been  determined  that  regulated 
hunting  of  upland  game  may  be  permit¬ 
ted  on  the  Killcohook  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  without  detriment  to  the  objec¬ 
tives  for  which  the  area  was  established. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rulemaking  process.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  interested  persons  may  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections,  with  respect  to  this  proposed 
amendm^t,  to  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  Washing¬ 


ton,  D.C.,  within  30  days  of  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

1.  Section  32.21  is  amended  by  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  following  area  as  one  where 
upland  game  hunting  is  authorized: 

§  32.21  List  of  open  areas;  upland 
game. 

*  *  •  *  * 

Delaware 

Killcohook  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

New  Jersey 

KiUcohook  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

Frank  P.  Briggs, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

'  JULY  19, 1963. 

IPH.  Doc.  63-7801;  PUed,  July  24,  1963; 
8:48  am.] 


[  50  CFR  Parts  32,  33  1 

DELEVAN  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  • 
REFUGE 

Hunting  and  Fishing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  by  the  Migratory  Bird 
Conservation  Act  of  February  18,  1929, 
as  amended  (45  Stat.  1222;  16  U.S.C. 
715),  it  is  proposed  to  amend  50  CFR 
32.11,  32.21  and  33.4  by  the  addition  of 
Delevan  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  to  the  list  of  wildlife  refuges  open 
to  the  hunting  of  migratory  game  birds 
and  upland  game,  and  to  sport  fishing. 

It  has  been  determined  that  the  regu¬ 
lated  hunting  of  migratory  game  birds 
and  pheasants,  and  sport  fishing,  may  be 
permitted  on  the  Delevan  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge  without  detriment  to  the  ob¬ 
jectives  for  which  the  area  was  estab¬ 
lished. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rulemaking  process.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  interested  persons  may  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections,  with  respect  to  this  proposed 
amendment,  to  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.C.,  within  30  days  of  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

1.  Section  32.11  is  amended  by  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  following  area  as  one  where 
hunting  of  migratory  game  birds  is  au¬ 
thorized: 

§  32.11  List  of  open  areas;  migratory 
game  birds. 

*  *  *  *  • 

California 

Delevan  National  WilcUlf e  Refuge. 

2.  Section  32.21  is  amended  by  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  following  area  as  one  where 
hunting  of  upland  game  is  authorized: 
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§  32.21  List  of  open  areas;  upland 
game. 

•  •  *  •  • 

Calit<»nia 

Delevan  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

3.  Section  33.4  is  amended  by  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  following  area  as  one  where 
sport  fishing  is  authorized: 

§  33.4  List  of  open  areas ;  sport  fishing. 
«  •  *  *  * 

California 

Delevan  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

Frank  P.  Briggs, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
July  19, 1963. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7799;  Piled.  July  24, '  1963; 
8:47  am.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[  14  CFR  Parts  40,  41, 42;  Special  Civil 
Air  Regulations  Nos.  SR— 422,  SR— 
422A,  SR-422B  1 

[Notice  63-28;  Docket  No.  1866] 

SPECIAL  OPERATING  LIMITATIONS 
FOR  TURBOJET  TRANSPORT  CATE¬ 
GORY  AIRPLANES 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  there  is 
under  consideration  a  proposal  to  amend 
certain  operating  rules  of  Special  Civil 
Air  Regulations  Nos.  SR-422,  SR-422A, 
and  SRr-422B,  which  are  used  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  minimum  runway  lengths^or 
takeoff  and  landing.  The  proposal  would 
affect  only  operators  of  turbojet  air¬ 
planes  under  Parts  40,  41,  and  42.  For 
the  purpose  of  determining  the  mini¬ 
mum  runway  length  for  takeoff,  the 
proposed  amendment  would  require  the 
addition  of  a  constant  distance  margin 
of  800  feet  to  the  accelerate-stop  dis¬ 
tance.  For  landing,  the  proposal  would 
require  increased  lengths  of  the  runway 
at  alternate  airports  at  all  times  and 
increased  lengths  of  runway  at  the  air¬ 
port  of  destination  when  weather  reports 
and  forecasts  Indicate  that  the  run¬ 
ways  will  be  wet  or  icy  at  the  estimated 
time  of  arrival. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the  no¬ 
tice  or  docket  number  and  be  submitted 
in  duplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel: 
Attention  Rules  Docket,  Room  A-103, 
1711  New  York  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.C.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  September  23,  1963, 
will  be  considered  by  the  Administrator 
before  taking  action  upon  the  proposed 
rule.  The  proposals  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received.  All  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 


Sections  4T.115  and  4T.122  of  the  SR> 
422  series  regulations  set  forth  require¬ 
ments  for  establishing  accelerate-stop 
and  landing  distances  respectively.  Sec¬ 
tions  40T.81  and  40T.84  of  the  SR-422 
series  regulations  set  forth  operational 
runway  lengths  for  takeoff  and  the  oper¬ 
ating  limitations  for  landings  at  the  des¬ 
tination  and  alternate  airports  respec¬ 
tively.  The  FAA  and  industry  have 
recognized  that  some  takeotr  and  landing 
runway  lengths,  especially  when  operat¬ 
ing  under  adverse  runway  conditions 
(wet,  snow,  slush,  icy,  etc),  are  inade¬ 
quate.  Some  airlines  are  applying  spe¬ 
cial  factors  to  takeoff  distance  and  land¬ 
ing  runway  lengths  to  account  for 
operations  under  these  adverse  nmway 
conditions. 

An  attempt  was  made  to  account  for 
operations  imder  adverse  runway  condi¬ 
tions  by  proposing  rationalized  require¬ 
ments  for  accelerate-stop  and  landing 
distances  in  a  proposed  Special  Civil  Air 
Regulation  No.  SR-422C,  issued  as  a  No¬ 
tice  of  Conference  dat^  May  4,  1962. 
The  proposed  SR-422C  basically  was  in¬ 
tended  to  reflect  a  rationalization  of  the 
type  certiflcation  requirements  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  the  required  demonstrations 
would  utilize  operational  practices  and 
procedures,  would  require  runway  stu:- 
face  and  crosswind  accountability,  and 
would  grant  performance  credit  for  the 
use  of  deceleration  devices  including  ar¬ 
resting  gear.  It  was  contemplated  that 
certain  provisions  of  SRr-422C  would  be 
made  retroactive  to  presently  operated 
turbine-powered  airplanes.  Two  months 
after  proposed  SR-422C  was  issued,  a 
Notice  of  Withdrawal  was  sent  out  can¬ 
celling  the  Notice  of  Conference  and 
stating  that  the  FAA  would  conduct  a 
flight  test  program  to  determine  the  ef¬ 
fect  of  the  proposed  SR-422C.  Subse¬ 
quently,  it  was  concluded  that  the  con¬ 
templated  flight  test  evaluation  was  not 
economically  feasible  and  an  alternate 
approach  was  explored  of  those  provi¬ 
sions  in  SR-422C  which  were  intended  to 
be  made  applicable  to  presently-  operated 
airplanes.  There  is  included  in  this  no¬ 
tice  a  proposed  alternate  approach 
which  treats  the  most  important  safety 
problems  and  which  is  simple  1^  concept 
and  application  and  does  not  require  any 
additional  testing. 

Accelerate-stop  distance.  The  accel¬ 
erate-stop  distance  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  S  4T.115  is  a  requirement 
which  is  considered  to  result  in  the  ab¬ 
solute  minimum  level  of  safety.  There 
are  no  built-in  safety  margins  to  account 
for  normal  operational  variations  other 
than  50  percent  headwind  and  150  per¬ 
cent  tailwind  accountability.  As  a  result 
thereof,  airline  pilots  have  stated  that 
they  cannot  reproduce  the  certiflcated 
accelerate-stop  distances  for  turbojet 
airplanes  during  air  carrier  operations. 
There  is  a  need,  therefore,  to  increase 
the  accelerate-stop  runway  lengths  to  ac¬ 
count  for  some  of  the  expected  opera¬ 
tional  variations. 

The  accelerate-stop  distance  deter¬ 
mined  in  accordance  with  9  4T.115  is 
based  on  an  all-engines-operating  accel¬ 
eration  to  the  critical  engine  failure 
speed  Vi.  and  a  subsequent  stop  from  this 


point  on  a  dry  runway.  The  accelerate- 
stop  tests  are  normally  conducted  with 
new  tires  and  brakes  and  with  full 
knowledge  of  the  test  pilot.  The  type 
certiflcation  procedure  used  in  the  past 
has  permitted  immediate  brake  applica¬ 
tion  upon  recognition  of  the  engine  fail¬ 
ure  at  Vi  speed  followed  by  subsequent 
actions  on  the  part  of  the  pilot,  after 
appropriate  time  delays,  to  bring  the  air¬ 
plane  to  a  stop.  There  are  no  arbitrary 
factors  applied  to  the  accelerate-stop  . 
distance  to  account  for  operational  vari¬ 
ations;  i.e.,  pilot  technique,  nmway  sur¬ 
face  conditions,  etc. 

The  takeoff  distance  requirements  of 
§  4T.117,  in  contrast  to  the  accelerate- 
stop  requirements,  contain  built-in  safety 
margins.  The  35-foot  height  at  the  end 
of  the  takeoff  distance  specified  in  all 
SR-422  series  regulations  and  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  115  percent  factor  to  the 
all-engine-takeoff  distance  specified  in 
SRr-422A  and  SR-422B  are  margins 
which  allow  for  reasonably  expected  op¬ 
erational  variations.  The  takeoff  dis¬ 
tances,  however,  also  include  wind  ac¬ 
countability  as  in  accelerate-stop  dis¬ 
tances. 

In  airline  operations,  airplanes  are  op¬ 
erated  at  times  with  tires  and  brakes 
that  do  not  provide  maximum  braking 
action.  -If  an  engine  failure  occurs  At 
Vi  speed  during  airline  operations,  there 
is  a  time  period  during  which  the  pilot 
decides  whether  to  abort  or  continue  the 
takeoff  and  also  a  reaction  time  to  ini¬ 
tiate  braking.  These  operational  varia¬ 
tions  (presently  unaccounted  for  during 
type  certification  tests)  tend  to  lower  the 
level  of  safety  because  operational  ac¬ 
celerate-stop  distances  would  be  longer 
than  those  obtained  during  tsrpe  certifi¬ 
cation.  The  airlines  have  stated  that  the 
takeoff  distances  to  the  35-foot  height 
have  more  safety  margins  included  there¬ 
in  than  the  accelerate-stop  distance,  even 
at  speeds  lower  than  Vi.  Since  the  in¬ 
troduction  of  turbojet  equipment,  airline 
pilots  have  been  indoctrinated  with  the 
idea  that  they  cannot  stop  these  airplanes 
within  the  specified  accelerate-stop  dis¬ 
tances  if  an  engine  failure  occurs  at  Vi 
speed.  This  becomes  of  utmost  concern 
when  operating  from  runway  length 
limited  airports.  The  airlines,  therefore, 
have  trained  their  pilots  to  be  “go-mind¬ 
ed”  if  an  engine  fails  near  Vi. 

The  effective  runway  length  required 
for  accelerate-stop  distance  can  be 
exactly  equal  to  the  runway  length.  No 
allowance  need  be  made  for  the  runway 
consiuned  in  positioning  the  airplane. 
The  distance  from  the  end  of  the  nm¬ 
way  to  where  the  airplane  is  positioned 
on  the  runway  varies  with  pilot  technique 
and  taxiway  arrangements.  It  is  con¬ 
ceivable  that  some  pilots  position  the  air¬ 
plane  with  the  tail  over  the  end  of  the 
runway.  The  location  of  the  taxiway  and 
nmup  pad  with  respect  to  the  end  of  the 
runway  and  even  the  position  of  the  air¬ 
plane  on  the  runup  pad  may  result  in 
the  positioning  of  the  airplane  an  appre¬ 
ciable  distance  from  the  starting  end  of 
the  runway. 

In  consideration  of  these  facts,  it  is 
proposed  to  require  .800  f^t  to  be  added 
to  the  a(x:elerate-stop  distances  deter- 
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mined  in  accordance  with  §  4T.115  to  ar¬ 
rive  at  the  minimum  runway  length  re¬ 
quired  for  takeoff  of  turbojet  airplanes. 
Six  hundred  feet  of  the  800  feet  are  con¬ 
sidered  the  minimum  distance  traveled 
during  a  time  period  of  3  seconds  follow¬ 
ing  recognition  of  engine  failure.  The  3 
seconds  are  considered  to  be  a  minimum 
time  period  for  a  decision  and  reaction 
time  on  the  part  of  airline  pilots  before 
initiating  the  stopping  action.  Four  sec¬ 
onds  are  considered  to  be  an  average  time 
period  for  an  average  pilot  to  recognize 
the  precise  difficulty,  to  decide  on  the 
appropriate  corrective  action,  and  to 
initiate  this  action.  Two  hundred  feet 
of  the  800  feet  are  considered  to  be  the 
average  amount  of  runway  consumed  in 
positioning  the  airplane  at  the  starting 
end  of  the  nmway.  The  addition  of  the 
800  feet  to  the  accelerate-stop  distance 
does  not  preclude  the  operator  from  low¬ 
ering  the  currently  established  Vi  speeds 
and  adjusting  the  required  takeoff  run¬ 
way  lengths  accordingly. 

Air  carriers  are  currently  operating  in 
accordance  with  an  PAA  policy,  which 
provides  for  Increased  takeoff  runway 
lengths,  and  thus  indirectly  for  increased 
runway  lengths  for  an  aborted  takeoff, 
when  runways  are  covered  with  stand¬ 
ing  water,  wet  snow,  or  slush.  These  in¬ 
creases  are  based  on  the  deteriorating 
effect  that  these  mediums  have  on  an 
airplane’s  acceleration  capability.  No 
consideration,  therefore,  is  being  ^ven  in 
this  notice  to  account  for  increased  ac¬ 
celerate-stop  distances  due  to  operations 
under  adverse  runway  conditions  (wet 
snow,  slush,  etc.). 

Landing  distance.  'The  currently  re¬ 
quired  landing  runway  lengths  for  turbo¬ 
jet  airplanes  are  considered  adequate  for 
dry  runway  operations  but  not  for  wet 
or  slipiiery  runway  conditions.  A  recent 
regional  survey  indicated  that  most  of 
the  major  airlines  operating  turbojet 
equipment  apply  some  correction  factor 
for  landing  on  slippery  or  wet  runways. 
By  this  action,  the  airlines  indicate  that 
the  presently  required  landing  runway 
lengths  for  turbojet  operations  on  ad¬ 
verse  runways  are  inadequate  and  as  such 
tend  to  bring  about  a  lowered  level  of 
safety.  An  PAA  policy  sets  forth  condi¬ 
tions  for  approval  of  turbojet  operations 
with  200-^2  landing  minimums.  It  re¬ 
quires  that  the  landing  runway  lengths 
1^  incresused  1,000  feet  or  15  percent, 
whichever  is  greater,  when  these  low 
minimums  are  utilized.  There  is  a  need, 
therefore,  to  increase  the  required  mini¬ 
mum  runway  lengths  for  turbojet  air¬ 
planes  for  landings  to  accoimt  for  opera¬ 
tions  on  adverse  runways. 

The  landing  distance  determined  in 
accordance  with  §  4T.122  is  based  on  a 
steady  gliding  approach  which  allows  the 
airplane  to  cross  the  threshold  at  a 
height  of  50  feet  and  a  speed  of  1.3  Vs. 
The  landing  distance  is  the  horizontal 
distance  from  the  50-foot  height  to  the 
point  where  the  airplane  comes  to  rest 
on  a  dry  runway  utilizing  maximum 
operational  braking.  This  landing  dis¬ 
tance,  as  determined  during  type  certifi¬ 
cation  tests,  is  then  increased  by  dividing 
it  by  a  factor  of  0.6  to  obtain  the  required 
minimum  runway  length  for  landing  at 
the  airport  of  destination.  The  0.6  fac- 
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tor  accounts  for  operational  variations; 

i.e.,  excess  threshold  height  and  touch¬ 
down  speed,  variations  in  piloting  tech¬ 
nique,  adverse  runway  conditions,  etc. 

In  the  reali^tion  that  the  perform¬ 
ance  regulations  for  turbine-powered 
transport  airplanes  were  subject  to  re- 
evaluation  on  the  basis  of  experience, 
the  Agency  has  been  collecting  opera¬ 
tional  data  on  landings  of  large  turbojet 
airplanes,  mostly  in  actual  air  carrier 
service.  Some  of  the^  data  stem  from 
phototheodolitic  measurements  per¬ 
formed  by  the  Agency  and  evaluated  in 
Flight  Standards  Service  Release  No.  470. 
Additional  data  were  derived  from  meas¬ 
urements  taken  in  the  United  Kingdom 
and  elsewhere.  Further  data  were 
gained  from  more  limited  tests,  includ¬ 
ing  some  conducted  by  the  Agency  to 
establish  braking  and  friction  character¬ 
istics  on  wet  or  slippery  runways.  On  the 
basis  of  ah  analysis  of  all  presently  avail¬ 
able  data,  it  is  concluded  that  in  actual 
operations  large  turbojet  airplanes  re¬ 
quire  1,300  more  feet  under  wet  runway 
conditions. 

Since  the  presently  required  0.6  factor 
is  considered  a  necessary  margin  for 
landing  operations  under  adverse  run¬ 
way  conditions  when  operating  the  air¬ 
plane  in  accordance  with  tsrpe  certifica¬ 
tion  procedures,  we  believe  that  the 
1,300-foot  additional  distance  actually 
being  achieved  in  turbojet  operational 
landings  is  consuming  most  of  this  mar¬ 
gin.  To  restore  this  margin  for  turbo¬ 
jet  airplanes,  an  equivalent  of  1,300  feet 
should  be  added  to  the  required  landing 
runway  lengths.  Since  for  the  airplanes 
involved  in  the  analysis,  the  required 
runway  length  at  higher  weights  was  in 
the  neighborhood  of  6,500  feet,  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  1,300  feet  is  equivalent  to  chang¬ 
ing  the  factor  from  0.6  to  0.5.  _ 

In  consideration  of  these  facts,  it  is 
proposed  to  require  that  landing  dis¬ 
tances  for  turbojets  be  scheduled  with 
a  factor  of  0.5  when  the  rtuiways  at  the 
airport  of  destination  are  apt  to  be  wet 
(visible  n^oisture)  or  icy.  Compliance 
would  be  determined  on  the  basis  of 
weather  reports  and  forecasts  at  the 
time  of  dispatch.  The  landing  runway 
lengths  for  dry  runways  would  continue 
to  be  based  on  the  0.6  factor. 

The  increase  in  runway  lengths  found 
necessary  on  the  basis  of  the  conducted 
analysis  of  operational  practices  applies 
equally  to  alternate  airports.  In  this 
case,  however,  it  would  not  be  practical, 
nor  sufficient,  to  allow  scheduling  for 
either  dry  or  wet  runways.  It  is  being 
proposed,  therefore,  to  increase  the  re¬ 
quired  runway  lengths  at  alternate  air¬ 
ports  by  establishing  a  factor  of  0.6  in 
lieu  of  the  present  0.7.  In  this  manner, 
operational  safety  would  be  increased  in¬ 
cluding  those  instances  when  an  airplane 
is  dispatched  on  the  basis  of  a  dry  run¬ 
way,  but  the  actual  runway  conditions 
at  the  time  of  landing  at  the  airport  of 
destination  are  so  unfavorable  that  a 
landing  at  an  alternate  would  be  pref¬ 
erable. 

To  permit  orderly  application  of  the 
proposed  rules  in  actual  operations,  it 
is  proposed  to  make  them  effective  six 
months  after  adoption  of  the  resulting 
amendments. 


This  proposal  is  subject  to  the  FAA 
Recodification  Program  announced  in 
Draft  Release  61-25  (26  F.R.  10698). 
The  final  rule,  if  adopted,  may  be  in  the 
recodified  form;  however,  the  recodifica¬ 
tion  itself  will  not  alter  the  substantive 
contents  proposed  herein. 

'These  regvUatory  changes  are  proposed 
under  the  authority  of  sections  313(a),' 
601,  603,  and  604  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354,  1421,  1423, 
1424). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Special  Civil  Air 
Regulations  Nos.  SRr-422,  SR-422A,  and 
SR-422B  as  hereinafter  set  forth  and  to 
require  compliance  with  the  resulting 
amendments  by  not  later  than  six 
months  after  adoption. 

1.  By  amending  §  40T.81(c)  of  Special 
Civil  Air  Regulation  No.  SR-422  to  read 
as  follows: 

40T.81  Airplane’s  certificate  limitations. 

*  •  *  *  * 

(c)  No  airplane  shall  be  taken  off  at  a 
weight  which  exceeds  the  weight  at  which, 
in  accordance  with  the  minimum  distances 
for  takeoff  scheduled  in  the  Airplane  Flight 
Manual,  compliance  with  subparagraphs  (1) 
and  (2)  of  this  paragraph  is  shown.  These 
distances  shall  correspond  with  the  elevation 
of  the  airport,  the  runway  to  be  used,  the 
effective  runway  gradient,  and  the  ambient 
temperature  and  wind  component  existing 
at  the  time  of  takeoff.  (See  §§  4T.123(a)  (3) 
and  4T.743(a).) 

(1)  For  turbopropeller  transport  airplanes, 
the  accelerate-stop  distance  shaU  not  be 
greater  than  the  length  of  the  runway.  For 
turbojet  airplanes,  the  accelerate-stop  dis¬ 
tance  plus  800  feet  shall  not  be  greater  than 
the  length  of- the  runway. 

(2)  The  takeoff  distance  shall  not  be 
greater  than  the  length  of  the  runway. 

2.  By  amending  §  40T.81(c)  of  Special 
Civil  Air  Regulation  No.  SR-422A  to  read 
as  follows: 

40T.81  Airplane’s  certificate  limitations. 

***** 

(c)  No  airplane  shall  be  taken  off  at  a 
weight  which  exceeds  the  weight  at  which, 
in  accordance  with  the  minimvun  distances 
for  takeoff  scheduled  in  the  Airplane  Flight 
Manual,  compliance  with  subparagraphs  (1) 
through  (3)  of  this  paragraph  is  shown. 
These  distances  shall  correspond  with  the 
elevation  of  the  airport,  the  runway  to  be 
used,  the  effective  runway  gradient,  and  the 
ambient  temperature  and  wind  component 
existing  at  the  time  of^  takeoff.  (See 
§1  4T.123(a)  (3)  and  4T.743(a) .) 

(1)  For  turbopropeller  transp>ort  airplanes, 
the  accelerate-stop  distance  shall  not  be 
greater  than  the  length  of  the  runway.  For 
turbojet  airplanes,  the  accelerate-stop  dis¬ 
tance  plus  800  feet  shall  not  be  greater  than 
the  length  of  the  runway. 

(2)  The  takeoff  distance  shall  not  be 
greater  than  the  leng;th  of  the  runway  plus 
the  length  of  the  clearway  if  present,  except 
that  the  length  of  the  clearway  shall  not 
be  greater  than  one-half  of  the  length  of 
the  runway. 

(3)  The  takeoff  run  shall  not  be  greater 
than  the  length  of  the  runway. 

3.  By  amending  §  40T.81(c)  (1)  of 
Special  Civil  Air  Regulation  No.  SR- 
422B  to  read  as  follows: 

40T.81  Airplane’s  certificate  limitations. 

***** 

(«)••• 

( 1 )  For  turbopropeller  transport  airplanes, 
the  accelerate-stop  distance  shall  not  be 
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greater  than  the  length  of  the  runway  pint 
the  length  of  the  stopway  If  present,  ’^•r 
turbojet  airplanes,  the  aocelerate-stop  dis¬ 
tance  plus  800  feet  shall  not  be  greater  than 
the  length  of  the  runway  plus  the  length  of 
the  stopway  If  present. 

4.  By  amending  §  40T.84  of  Special 
Civil  Air  Regulations  Nos.  SR-422,  SR- 
422A,  and  SR-422B  by  adding  a  clause  at 
the  end  of  paragraph  (b)  and  by  adding 
a  new  paragraph  (c)  to  read  as  follows: 
40T.84  Landing  limitations. 

*  *  *  «  « 

(b)  Alternate  airport.  *  *  *  for  turbo- 
propeUer  airplanes  and  60  percent  of  the  ef¬ 
fective  length  of  the  runway  for  tui^Jet 
airplanes. 

(c)  Wet  or  slippery  runways.  When  the 
appropriate  weather  repcnrts  and  forecasts,  or 
a  combination  thereof.  Indicate  that  the  run¬ 
ways  at  the  airport  of  destination  may  be 
wet  (visible  moisture)  or  icy  at  the  esti¬ 
mated  time  of  arrival,  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  apply  to  all 
turbojet  airplanes,  except  that  60  percent 
in  lieu  of  the  60  percent  of  the  effective  length 
of  the  nmway  shall  be  applicable. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
15, 1963. 

G.  S.  Moore, 
Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7791;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 

,  8:46  ajn.] 

[14  CFR  Part  71  [New]  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-PC-20] 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 

Proposed  Alteration  of  Control  Zones, 
Revocation  of  Control  Area  Exten¬ 
sion  and  Designation  of  Transition 
Area 

In  consonance  with  ICAO  Interna¬ 
tional  Standards  and  Recommended 
Practices,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  (FAA)  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  [New] 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations. 
This  proposal  relates  to  navigable  air¬ 
space  both  within  and  outside  the  United 
States. 

Applicability  of  International  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Recommended  Practices,  by  the 
Air  Traflac  Service,  FAA,  in  areas  out¬ 
side  domestic  airspace  of  the  U.S.  is  gov¬ 
erned  by  Article  12  and  Annex  11  to  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil  Avia¬ 
tion  (ICAO),  which  pertains  to  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  air  navigation  facilities 
and  services  necessary  to  promoting  safe, 
orderly  and  expeditious  flow  of  civil  air 
traffic.  Its  purpose  is  to  insure  that  civil 
flying  on  international  air  routes  is  car¬ 
ried  out  under  imiform  conditions  de¬ 
signed  to  improve  the  safety  and  effi¬ 
ciency  of  air  operations. 

The  International  Standards  and  Rec¬ 
ommended  Practices  in  Annex  11  apply 
in  those  parts  of  the  airspace  imder  the 
jurisdiction  of  a  contracting  state,  de¬ 
rived  from  ICAO,  wherein  air  traffic 
services  are  provided  and  also  whenever 
a  contracting  state  accepts  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  providing  air  traffic  services  over 
high  seas  or  in  airspace  of  undetermined 
sovereignty.  A  contracting  state  ac¬ 
cepting  such  responsibility  may  apply 


the  International  Standards  and  Rec¬ 
ommended  Practices  to  civil  aircraft  in 
a  manner  consistent  with  that  adopted 
for  airspace  imder  its  domestic  jurisdic¬ 
tion. 

In  accordance  with  Article  3  of  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil  Avi¬ 
ation,  Chicago,  1944,  state  aircraft  are 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  Annex  11 
and  its  Standards  and  Recommended 
Practices.  As  a  contracting  state,  the 
U.S.  agreed  by  Article  3(d)  that  its  state 
aircraft  will  be  operating  in  interna¬ 
tional  airspace  with  due  regard  for  the 
safety  of  civil  aircraft. 

Since  this  action  involves  in  part  the 
designation  of  navigable  airspace  outside 
the  United  States,  the  Administrator  has 
consulted  with  the.  Secretary  of  State 
and  the  Secretary  oif  Defense  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  10854. 

The  following  controlled  airspace  is 
presently  designated  in  the  Guam  Island 
terminal  area: 

1.  The  Guam  Island  (Andersen  APB) 
control  zone  is  designated  within  a  5- 
mile  radius  of  Andersen  AFB  and  within 
2  miles  either  side  of  the  Andersen  VOR 
064®^  True  radial  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  zone  to  the  Andersen  VOR, 
excluding  the  portion  within  the  Guam 
Island  (NAS  Agana)  control  zone. 

2.  The  Guam  Island  (NAS  Agana) 
control  zone  is  designated  within  a  5- 
mile  radius  of  NAS  Agana,  and  within 
2  miles  either  side  of  the  Agana  VOR 
244®  True  radiaj  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  zone  to  12  miles  southwest  of 
the  VOR. 

3.  The  Guam  Island  control  area  ex¬ 
tension  is  designated  within  a  100-nmi 
radius  of  the  Guam  VOR,  excluding  the 
portion  which  coincides  with  R-7201  and 
W-517. 

To  implement  the  provisions  of  CAR 
Amendments  €0-21/60-29  in  the  Guam 
Island  terminal  area,  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Agency  has  under  consideration 
the  following  airspace  actions: 

1.  Alter  the  Guam  Island  (Andersen 
APB)  control  zone  by  redesignating  it 
to  comprise  that  airspace  within  a  5- 
mile  radius  of  Andersen  AFB  (latitude 
13®35'00”  N.,  longitude  144“55'00"  E.) ; 
within  2  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Ander¬ 
sen  TACAN  066®  True  radial  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  9  miles 
northeast  of  the  TACAN,  and  within  2 
miles  northwest  and  4  miles  southeast 
of  the  Andersen  VOR  064®  True  radial 
extending  from  the  5 -mile  radius  zone 
to  the  NAS  Agana  5 -mile  radius  zone. 

2.  Alter  the  Guam  Island  (NAS  Aga¬ 
na)  control  zone  by  redesignating  it  to 
comprise  that  airspace  within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  NAS  Agana  (latitude  13®29'00" 
N.,  longitude  144®47'00"  E.) ;  within  4 
miles  northwest  and  2  miles  southeast 
of  the  Agana  VOR  244®  True  radial  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to 
8  miles  southwest  of  the  VOR,  and  with¬ 
in  2  miles  on  each  side  of  the  026®  True 
bearing  from  the  Talofofo  radio  beacon 
extending  from  the  5 -mile  radius  zone  to 
3  miles  northeast  of  the  radio  beacon. 

3.  Revoke  the  Guam  Island  control 
area  extension  and  designate  the  Guam 
Island  transition  area  to  comprise  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  700 


feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  latitude  13®46'35"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  144°51'15''  E.,  thence  clockwise 
along  the  arc  of  a  12-nmi  radius  circle 
centered  on  Andersen  AFB  (latitude 
13°35'00"  N.,  longitude  144“55'00"  E.), 
to  latitude  13®23'50''  N.,  longitude 

145°01'00"  E.,  thence  to  latitude 

13®08'45"  N.,  longitude  144®29'20"  E., 
thence  to  latitude  13°29'45"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  144®18'30"  E.,  thence  to  point  of 
beginning;  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
within  a  100-nmi  radius  of  the  Agana 
VOR,  excluding  the  portion  within  R- 
7201  and  W-517. 

The  actions  proposed  herein  would  in¬ 
crease  the  size  of  the  presently  desig¬ 
nated  control  zones  at  Andersen  AFB 
and  NAS  Agana  by  the  addition  of  con¬ 
trol  zone  extensions  northeast  and 
southwest  to  provide  protection  for  air¬ 
craft  executing  prescribed  instrument 
approach  and  departure  procedures  at 
NAS  Agana  and  Andersen  AFB.  Addi¬ 
tionally,  the  floor  of  controlled  airspace 
beyond  an  irregularly  configured  area 
surrounding  Guam  Island  would  be 
raised  from  700  to  1,200  feet.  The 
portions  of  airspace  released  by  this  ac¬ 
tion  would  become  available  for  other 
aeronautical  purposes.  The  portions  of 
controlled  airspace  retained  would  pro¬ 
vide  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
prescribed  instrument  holding,  arrival, 
departure  and  radar  vectoring  proce¬ 
dures  within  the  Guam  Island  terminal 
area. 

Speciflc  details  of  the  changes  in  pro¬ 
cedures  and  minimum  instrument  flight 
rules  altitudes  that  would  be  required 
attendant  to  the  implementation  of 
Amendments  60-21  and  60-29  may  be 
examined  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Air¬ 
space  Utilization  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Di¬ 
vision,  Pacific  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  P.O.  Box  4009,  Honolulu  12, 
Hawaii. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator,  Pacific  Region,  Attn: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  P.O.  Box  4009,  Honolulu  12, 
Hawaii.  All  communications  received 
within  forty-five  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will 
be  considered  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief,  or  the  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division.  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Washington  25,  D.C. 
Any  data,  views  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  ■  by  interested  persons 
at  the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  A-103,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available 
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1 


for  examination  at  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
secUons  307(a).  and  1110.  72  «tat.  749 
and  800;  49  U.S.C.  1348  and  1510.  and 
Executive  Order  10854.  24  FJt.  9565. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  July 
18. 1963. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7790;  Filed.  July  24,  1063; 
.  8:46  a.m.] 


J 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
ALASKA 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Plat  of  Survey;  Or¬ 
der  Providing  for  Opening  of  Public 

Lands 

July  16, 1963. 

1.  A  plat  of  survey  for  the  lands  de¬ 
scribed  below  will  be  ofificially  filed  in 
the  Fairbanks  Land  Office,  Fairbanks, 
Alaska,  effective  at  10  a.m.  on  August  21, 
1963; 

Fairbanks  Meridian 
T.  7S.,R.6E.:  Tract  A. 

The  area  described  aggregates  1,278.03 
acres.  The  lands  are  situated  approxi¬ 
mately  60  miles  southeast  of  Fairbanks, 
Alaska,  north  of  the  Richardson  High¬ 
way  and  northwest  of  Birch  Lake.  The 
land  is  generally  hilly  and  covered  with 
a  medium  growth  of  spruce  and  birch. 
The  higher  elevations  are  well  drained 
with  good  soil.  Lower  elevations  show 
extensive  indications  of  permafrost  un¬ 
derlying  silt  covered  by  thin  acid  soil. 

2.  Subject  to  any  existing  valid  rights 
and  the  requirements  of  applicable  law, 
the  lands  described  in  Paragraph  1  here¬ 
of,  are  hereby  opened  to  filing  of  appli¬ 
cations,  selections,  and  locations  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  following: 

Applications  and  selections  under  the 
nonmineral  public  land  laws  and  ap¬ 
plications  may  be  presented  to  the  Man¬ 
ager  mentioned  below  beginning  on  the 
date  of  this  order.  Such  applications 
and  selections  will  be  considered  as  filed 
on  the  hour  and' respective  dates  shown 
for  the  various  classes  eniunerated  in 
the  following  paragraphs. 

(1)  Applications  by  persons  have  prior 
existing  valid  settlement  rights,  pref¬ 
erence  rights  conferred  by  existing  laws, 
or  equitable  claims  subject  to  allowance 
and  confirmation  will  be  adjudicated  pn 
the  facts  presented  in  support  of  each 
claim  or  right.  All  applications  pre¬ 
sented  by  persons  other  than  those  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  this  paragraph  will  be 
subject  to  the  applications  and  claims 
mentioned  in  this  paragraph. 

<2)  All  valid  applications  and  selec¬ 
tions  under  the  nonmineral  public  land 
laws  other  than  those  coming  under 
paragraph  (1)  above  presented  prior  to 
10  a.m.  on  November  20,  1963,  will  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  filed  at  that 
hour.  Rights  under  such  applications 
and  selections  filed  after  that  hour  will 
be  governed  by  the  time  of  filing. 

3.  Persons  claiming  preference  right 
bsised  upon  valid  settlement,  statutory 
preference  or  equitable  claims  must  en¬ 
close  properly  corroborated  statements 
in  support  of  their  applications,  setting 
forth  all  facts  relevant  to  their  claims. 
Detailed  rules  and  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  applications  which  may  be  filed  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  notice  can  be  found  in  Title 
43  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
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4.  Applications  for  these  lands  which 
shall  be  filed  in  the  Land  Office,  at  Fair¬ 
banks,  Alaska,  shall  be  acted  upon  in 
accordance  with  the  regulations  con¬ 
tained  in  §  295.8  of  Title  43  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  tp  the  extent  such 
regulations  are  applicable.  Applica¬ 
tions  under  the  Homestead  and  Home- 
site  Laws  shall  be  governed  by  the  regu¬ 
lations  contained  in  Parts  64.  65,  and  166 
of  Title  43  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  and  applications  under  the  Small 
Tract  Act  of  June  1,  1938,  shall  be  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  regulations  contained  in 
Part  257  of  that  title. 

5.  Inquiries  concerning  these  lands 
shall  be  addressed  to  the  Manager,  Fair¬ 
banks  Land  Office,  P.O.  Box  1150,  Fair¬ 
banks,  Alaska  99701. 

Daniel  A.  Jones, 
Manager,  Fairbanks  Land  Office. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7802;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 

8:48  a.m.] 


CALIFORNIA 

Small  Tract  Classification:  Revocation 
Unpublished  Orders 

1.  Effective  immediately,  unpublished 
Small  Tract  Classification  Ordfer  No.  601 
of  February  27,  1959,  is  hereby  revoked 
as  to  the  following  lands: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  27  8.,  R.40E., 

Sec.  6:  Lots  11,  13,  and  15. 

Containing  15.00  acres. 

2.  Effective  immediately,  unpublished 
Small  Tract  Classification  Order  No. 
C-1-5  of  November  20,  1962,  is  hereby 
revoked  as  to  the  following  lands: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  26  S.,  R.  33  E., 

.  Sec.  15:  Lot  8. 

Containing  0.33  acre. 

3.  The  public  lands  affected  by  these 
orders  are  hereby  restored  as  of  10:00 
a.m.  on  September  3,  1963,  to  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  public  land  laws,  subject  to 
any  valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions 
of  existing  withdrawals  and  the  require¬ 
ments  of  applicable  law,  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations. 

James  B.  Garner, 
Acting  District  Manager,  Dis¬ 
trict  Office,  Bakersfield,  Cali- 
•  fornia. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7803;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[Classification  No.  C3-3] 

CALIFORNIA 

Small  Tract  Classification;  Correction 

1.  Effective  •  immediately  the  Small 
Tract  Classification;  F.R.  Doc.  63-4001 
appearing  in  the  issue  of  April  17,  1963, 
at  page  3736,  paragraph  1,  the  acreage 
on  line  7  is  corrected  to  read  1,155.30 
acres,  and  numeral  8  is  added  after  the 


abbreviation  Sec.  on  the  last  line  of  the 
land  description. 

Rolla  E.  Chandler, 
Chief,  Division  of  Lands,  Min¬ 
erals  and  Recreation  Manage¬ 
ment. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-7804;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 
8:48  ajn.] 


CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Proposed 
Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 
Lands;  Correction 

July  18, 1963. 

The  notice  of  Termination  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 
Lands  published  on  page  7190  of  the 
Federal  Register,  issued  Friday,  July 
12,  1963  (F.R.  Doc.  63-7319;  Filed,  July 
11, 1963;  8:47  ajn.)  is  hereby  corrected  by 
deleting  T.  16  S.,  R.  11  E.,  SBM.,  sec.  2, 
lots  5  and  6,  S^NEV^;  and  replacing  it 
with  T.  16  S.,  R.  11  E.,  SBM.,  sec.  2,  lots 
5and6,sy2NW^. 

Charles  L.  Schaefer, 

Acting  Manager, 
Land  Office,  Riverside. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7806;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 
8:49  a.m.] 


MONTANA 

Notice  of  Proposed  .Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

The  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Interior  has  filed  an  application. 
Serial  Number  MONTANA  059360  for  the 
withdrawal  of  the  lands  described  below, 
from  all  forms  of  appropriation  except 
the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

The  applicant  desires  the  land  for 
fiowage,  construction,  recreation,  fishing 
and  wildlife  uses  in  connection  with  the 
Yellowtail  Reservoir. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions.  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  1245 
North  29th  Street,  Billings,  Montana. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice 
will  be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of 
record. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Montana  Principal  Meridian 
T.  8  S.,  R.  28  E., 

Sec.  14,  SW%SBV4,  W%; 

Sec.  15,  All; 

Sec.  21,  All; 

Sec.  22,  All; 

Sec.  23,  All; 
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Sec.  24.  All; 

Sec.25,  NE^^,WV4; 

Sec.  26.  All; 

Sec.  27.  All; 

Sec.  28.  All; 

Sec.  33.  AU; 

See.  34.  All; 

Sec.  35.  SWV4SWV4.  N^^S^^.  NVa- 
T.  9  S..  R.  28  E.. 

Sec.  1.  All; 

Sec.  2,  Wl^NW^^.  SE%SWV4.  SB^^; 

Sec.  3.  NEl^.W%; 

Sec.  4.  EVi; 

Sec.9.  EV^E^; 

Sec.  10.  All; 

Sec.  11.  All; 

Sec.  12.  NWVi.  WVaSWVi; 

Sec.  13. 

Sec.  14.  All; 

Sec.  15.  NViSW»4.  SEV4SWV4;  N>/2;  SE^; 
Sec.  22.E»/4NW%.E%;  -• 

Sec.  23,  N%,  8WV4.  W%SEV4; 

Sec.26,  W%NE%.  WVi; 

Sec.  27,  E^; 

Sec.  34!  Lots  3. 4.  5,  6.  N>^SEV^.  NEV4 ; 

Sec.  35.  Lots  5.  6.  10,  11,  12,  NW%SWV4. 
NWV4. 

T.  7  S.,  R.  29  E.. 

Sec.  21.SW»^NE^^; 

Sec.  32,  S^; 

Sec.33.S^SV4: 

7  8  S  R  29  E 

Sec.’ 4,’ Lots  2.  3.  4.  SW%NE^^.  S»^NW«4. 

SW%,  W%SE%; 

Sec.  5,  Lots  1, 2,  Sl/2NEl^.  SEi4; 

Sec.  8,  All; 

Sec.  9,  WVi; 

Sec.  17,  Ne’v4,  SWV4.  N^SE^.  SWl^SE^^: 
Sec.  18,  E^; 

Sec.  19.  All; 

Sec.20.  W%E»4,  W»4;  • 

'  Sec.  30.N^,NKV4SWV4,Ni^SEV4. 

The  above  described  area  consists  of 
19543.38  acres  of  public  domain. 

R.  Paul  Rigtrup, 

Manager,  Land  Office. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7806*;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 
8:49  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Research  Service 

IDENTIFICATION  OF  CARCASSES  OF 
CERTAIN  HUMANELY  SLAUGH¬ 
TERED  LIVESTOCK 

Supplemental  List  of  Humane 
Slaughterers 

Pursusuit  to  section  4  of  the  Act  of 
August  27,  1958  (7  U.S.C.  1904^)  and  the 
statement  of  policy  thereunder  in  9  CPR 
§  181.1  the  following  table  lists  additional 
establishments  operated  under  Federal 
inspection  under  the  Meat  Inspection 
Act  (21  U.S.C.  71  et  seq.)  which  have 
been  officially  reported  as  humanely 
slaughtering  and  handling  the  species 
of  livestock  respectively  designated  for 
such  establishments  in  the>  table.  This 


the  establishment  is  branded  on  each  died  by  humane  methods  unless  all 
carcass  of  livestock  inspected  at  that  species  are  listed  for  that  establishment 
establishment.  The  table  should  not  be  in  the  table.  Nor  should  the  table  be 
understood  to  indicate  that  all  species  understood  to  indicate  that  the  affiliates 
of  livestock  slaughtered  at  a  listed  es-  of  any  listed  establishment .  use  only 
tablishment  are  slaughtered  and  han-  humane  methods: 


Name  of  establishment 


Establishment  No.  Cattle  |  Calves  Sheep  Goats  Swine  Horses 


Armour  and  Co _ _ _  2B . . (*) 

Meat  Quality  Lalwratory .  68.. .  (*) 

Utica  Veal  Co . . .  88.... .  (*) 

Rudy’s  Farm  (3o . 316 . . 

Orcendell  Packing  Corp _ _  642 _ 1*) 

Animal  Husbandry  Dept .  694 .  (•) 

Sambol  Packing  Co . . .  892 . . .  *  (*) 

Sunflower  Packing  Co.,  Inc . .  992 .  (*) 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C., 


thia  19th  day  of  July  1963. 


C.  H.  Pals, 


Director,  Meat  Inspection  Division, 
Agricultural  Research  Service. 


[P.R.  Doc.  63-7833;  Piled,  July  24,  1963  ;  8:66  a.m.] 


CIVIL  AERDNAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  No.  SA-369] 

ACCIDENT  OCCURRING  AT 
MANHATTAN,  KANSAS 

Notice  of  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  investigation  of  ac¬ 
cident  involving  aircraft  of  United 
State  registry  N  189S,  which  occurred 
on  May  28,  1963  at  Manhattan,  Kansas. 

Notice  .is  hereby  given  that  an  Ac¬ 
cident  Investigation  Hearing  on  the 
above  matter  will  be  held  com¬ 
mencing  July  30,  1963,  at  9:30  a.m. 
(local  time)  in  the  Hollywood-Roosevelt 
Hotel,  Hollsrwood,  CJalifomia. 

Dated  this  19th  day  of  July  1963. 

(seal]  William  R.  Headricks, 
Hearing  Officer. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-7828;  PUed,  July  24,  1963; 

8:56  a.m.] 


(Docket  14669;  Order  No.  E-19832] 

GREYLOCK  AIRWAYS,  INC. 

Establishment  of  Service  Mail  Rate; 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

Adopted  by  the  C^vil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Wsishington,  D.C., 
on  the  19th  day  of  July,  1963. 

By  order  E-19831,  adopted  this  date 
and  issued  concurrently  herewith,  the 
Board  has  granted  a  temporary  exemp. 
tion  to  Greylock  Airways,  Inc.  (Grey- 
lock),  also  referred  to  as  Yankee  Air¬ 
lines,  to  engage  in  the  transportation 
of  mail  between  Pittsfield,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  and  La  Guardia  Airport,  New  York, 
under  a  service  mail  rate  to  be  paid 


service  by  Northeast  Airlines,  Inc.  in 
AprU  1962.^ 

The  Postmaster  General,  in  his  answer 
to  Greyl(x:k’s  exemption  application, 
stated  that  if  the  exemption  is  granted 
the  Post  Office  Department  will  utilize 
the  services  of  Greylock  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  air  mail  to  the  extent  re¬ 
quired  by  the  needs  of  ttie  Postal  Service. 
He  further  stated  that  the  multi-element 
service  mail  rate  heretofore  established 
by  the  Board  for  the  domestic  trunkline 
and  local  service  (carriers  *  would  be  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  the  Post  Office  Department 
in  its  utilization  of  Greylock’s  services. 
In  view  of  the  position  of  the  Postmaster 
General,  the  Board  has  proceeded  to  con¬ 
sider  establishing  a  final  service  mail 
rate. 

Upon  consideration  of  Greylock’s  ex¬ 
emption  application  in  Docket  14524,  the 
answer  of  tiie  Postmaster  General  there¬ 
to,  and  matters  officially  noticed,  ^e 
Board  proposes  to  issue  an  order  to  in¬ 
clude  the  following  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions: 

1.  The  Board  has  established  a  service 
mail  rate  which  has  been  and  continues 
to  be  {applicable  to  the  certificated  domes¬ 
tic  trunkline  and  local  service  carriers 
as  the  fair  and  reasonable  final  rate  of 
compensation  paid  them  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  mail  by  aircraft,  the  facili¬ 
ties  used  and  useful  therefor,  and  the 
services  connected  therewith  over  their 
respective  systems.* 

2.  A  final  service  mail  rate  at  the  saihe 
level  as  that  established  for  the  certifi¬ 
cated  domestic  trunkline  and  local  serv¬ 
ice  carriers  is  fair  and  reasonable  for 
Greylock  Airways,  Inc. 

3.  The  fair  and  reasonable  final  serv¬ 
ice  mail  rate  to  be  paid  Greylock  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.  pursuant  to  section  406  of  the 


list  supplements  the  list  previously  pub-  entirely  by  the  Postmaster  General.  - 

lished  under  the  Act  (28  F.R.  7103)  for  Greylock  is  an  air  taxi  operator  en-  ^  Although  Northeast  is  certificated  to 


June  and  represents  those  establish¬ 
ments  and  species  which  were  reported 
too  late  to  be  included  in  the  earlier 
list  or  which  have  come  into  compliance 
with  respect  to  species  indicated  since 
the  completion  of  the  reports  on  which 
the  earlier  list  was  based.  The  estab¬ 
lishment  number  given  with  the  name  of 


gaged  in  the  scheduled  transportation 
of  passengers  in  regular  service  between 
Pittsfield  and  New  York  City.  In  its 
exemption,  application,  Greylock  stated 
that  the  highly  industrialized  and  im¬ 
portant  defense  manufacturing  area 
served  by  it  has  been  without  air  mail 
service  since  the  suspension  of  s.uch 


serve  Pittsfield,  the  carrier  was  authorized 
to  suspend  service  at  Pittsfield  until  90  days 
after  Board  decision  'in  the  New  England 
Regional  Airport  Investigation,  Docket  13494 
(Order  E-18202,  AprU  11, 1962). 

■Domestic  Triinklines,  Service  MaU  Rates, 
21  C.A.B.  8  (1966):  Allegheny  Air,  et  al.. 
Service  Mail  Rates,  21  CA.B.  894  (1955) . 

*  See  footnote  2,  supra. 


Thursday f  July  25,  1963 
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Act,  effective  on  the  date  that  Greylock 
commences  operations  under  its  exemp¬ 
tion  ior  the  transportation  of  mail  by 
aircraft,  the  facilities  used  and  useful 
therefor,  and  the  services  connected 
therewith,  is  the  multi-element  rate  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  Board  in  the  referenced 
cases.* 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a)  and  406  thereof. 

It  is  ordered: 

A.  That  Greylock  Airways,  Inc.  and  the 
Postmaster  General  are  each  directed  to 
show  cause  why  the  Board  should  not 
adopt  the  provisional  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  stated  above,  and  fix  and  de¬ 
termine  the  multi-element  rate  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Board  for  the  certificated 
domestic  trunkline  and  local  service  car¬ 
riers,”  as  the  fair  and  reasonable  final 
rate  of  compensation  to  be  paid  Greylock 
Airways,  Inc.  for  the  transportation  of 
mail  by  aircraft,  the  facilities  used  and 
useful  therefor,  and  the  services  con¬ 
nected  therewith  over  its  system  on  and 
after  the  date  that  Greylock  commences 
operations  under  the  terms  of  the  present 
exemption  authority  contained  in  Order 
E-19831  or  any  other  air  mail  exemption 
authority  granted  hereafter. 

B.  That  the  aforesaid  rate  established 
under  section  406  of  the  Act  is  a  service 
mail  rate  payable  in  its  entirety  by  the 
Postmaster  General.  . 

C.  That  all  further  procedures  herein 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of 
practice  (14  CFR  Part  302) ;  and  if  there 
is  any  objection  to  the  rate  or  to  the 
other  findings  and  conclusions  proposed 
herein,  notice  thereof  shall  be  filed  with¬ 
in  10  days,  and,  if  notice  is  filed,  written 
answers  and  supporting  documents  shall 
be  filed  within  30  days,  after  the  date  of 
service  of  this  order. 

D.  That  if  notice  of  objection  is  not 
filed  within  10  days,  or  if  notice  is  filed 
and  answer  is  not  filed  within  30  days 
after  service  of  this  order,  all  persons 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  waived  the  right 
to  a  hearing  and  all  other  procedural 
steps  short  of  a  final  decision  by  the 
Board,  and  the  Board  may  enter  an  or¬ 
der  incorporating  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  proposed  herein  and  fixing  and 
determining  the  final  rate  specified 
herein. 

E.  That  if  answer  is  filed,  the  issues  in¬ 
volved  in  determining  the  fair  and  rea¬ 
sonable  final  rate  shall  be  limited  to  those 
specifically  raised  bv  the  answer,  except 
insofar  as  other  issues  are  raised  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Rule  307  of  the  rules  of 
practice  (14  CFR  302.307). 

F.  That  this  order  be  served  upon 
Greylock  Airways,  Inc.  and  the  Post¬ 
master  General. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronaujbics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7829;  PUed,  July  24,  1908; 

8:55  sjxi.] 


*  See  footnote'^,  supra. 
See  footnote  2,  supra. 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  15125;  FCC  63-870] 

RADIO  STATION  KAYE 

Order  Designating  Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Henry  Perozzo  and 
Bethyl  Perozzo  (joint  tenancy),  d/b  as 
Radio  Station  KAYE,  Puyallup,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Docket  No.  15125,  Pile  No.  BP- 
15739,-  for  construction  permit  to  change 
antenna  system,  including  increase  in 
antenna  height. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  17th  day  of 
July,  1963: 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  application,  and  correspondence 
relating  thereto; 

It  appearing,  that  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tion  would  cause  objectionable  co¬ 
channel  interference  to  Radio  Stations 
ICBKW,  Aberdeen,  Washington,  and 
KONP,  Port  Angeles,  Washington,  and 
objectionable  adjacent  channel  inter¬ 
ference  to  Radio  Station  KCDI,  Kirk¬ 
land,  Washington;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  except  as 
indicated  by  the  issues  specified  below, 
the  applicant  is  legally,  technically,  fi¬ 
nancially  and  otherwise  qualified  to  op¬ 
erate  as  proposed;  however,  the  Conunis- 
sion  is  unable  to  make  the  statutory  find¬ 
ing  that  a  grant  of  the  above-captioned 
application  would  serve  the  public  inter¬ 
est,  convenience,  and.  necessity,  and  is 
of  the  opinion  that  the  application  must 
be  designated  for  hearing  on  the  issues 
set  forth  below; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  application  is 
designated  for  hearing  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  by  subsequent  order, 
upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary 
service  from  Radio  Station  E^YE  and 
the  availability  of  other  primary  service 
to  such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  above- 
captioned  proposal  would  cause  objec¬ 
tionable  interference  to  Radio  Stations 
KBKW,  KCDI,  KONP,  or  any  other  ex¬ 
isting  standard  broadcast  stations,  and, 
if  so,  the  nature  and  extent  thereof,  the 
areas  and  populations  affected  thereby, 
and  the  availability  of  oilier  primary 
service  to  such  areas  and  populations. 

3.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  Issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  would  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  KBKW, 
Inc.,  and  Radio  Pacific,  Inc.,  licensees  of 
Radio  Stations  EZBKW  and  KONP,  re¬ 
spectively,  and  Carl-Dek,  Inc.,  permittee 
of  Radio  Station  KCDI,  are  made  parties 
to  the  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  df  the  above-captioned  appli¬ 


cation,  the  construction  permit  shall  con¬ 
tain  the  following  condition:  Permittee 
shall  accept  such  interference  as  may  be 
imposed  by  existing  250  watt  Class  IV 
stations  in  the  event  they  are  subse¬ 
quently  authorized  to  increase  power  to 
1000  watts. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  parties  re¬ 
spondent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.140  of 
Uie  Commission  Rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  shall,  within  20  days  of  the 
mailing  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  triplicate,  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  stating  an  intention  to  appear  on 
the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in 
this  order. 

Released:  July  22,  1963. 

Federal  Cobimunications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary, 

IP.R.  Doc.  63-7832;  PUed,  July  24,  1963; 

8:56  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  1127] 

OVERSEAS  FREIGHT  &  TERMINAL 
CORP.  (ALL  CARGO  LINE) 

Notice  of  Investigation 

Information  before  the  Commission  in¬ 
dicates  that  Overseas  Freight  &  Terminal 
Corp.  (All  Cargo  Line) ,  a  common  carrier 
by  water  in  foreign  commerce  of  the 
United  States,  had  charged  or  demanded 
a  125  percent  surcharge  on  shipments 
transported  aboard  the  SS  “Cape  Verde” 
on  a  voyage  from  Rotterdam,  Nether¬ 
lands,  to  ports  in  the  United  States,  be¬ 
cause  the  duration  of  the  voyage  was 
increased  due  to  the  longshoremen’s 
strike.  The  garrier’s  bill  of  lading,  a 
specimen  of  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission,  provides  in  paragraph  4 
for  ^e  assessment  of  extra  compensa¬ 
tion  for .  an  increase  in  the  duration 
of  the  voyage,  and  further  provides  that 
the  shipper  and  consignee  shall  pay 
proportionate  additional  freight. 

The  carrier,  pursuant  to  said  bill  of 
lading  provisions,  may  have  charged,  de¬ 
manded,  collected,  or  received  a  greater 
or  different  compensation  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  property  than  the  rates  and 
charges  which  are  specified  in  its  tariff 
on  file  with  the  Commission  in  violation 
of  section  18(b) ,  Shipping  Act,  1916,  and 
by  the  imposition  of  said  surcharge,  the 
carrier  may  have  unduly  preferred  or 
prejudiced  shippers  in  violation  of  sec¬ 
tion  16,  and  may  have  unjustly  discrim¬ 
inated  against  shippers  in  violation  of 
section  17  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916. 

Therefore,  it  is  ordered.  That  an  in¬ 
vestigation  is  hereby  instituted  pursuant 
to  section  22  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  to 
determine  whether  said  carrier,  in  apply¬ 
ing  said  bill  of  lading  clause  and  assess¬ 
ing  the  125  percent  surcharge,  is  in  vio¬ 
lation  of  sections  16,  17  or  18tb)  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916;  and 
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It  is  further  ordered.  That  Overseas 
Freight  &  Terminal  Corp.  (All  Cargo 
Line)  be  made  respondent  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  ; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  be  assigned  for  public  hearing 
before  an  examiner  of  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  Hearing  Examiners  and  that  the 
hearing  be  held  at  a  date  and  place  to  be 
determined  and  announced  by  the  pre¬ 
siding  examiner; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  of 
this  order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  that  a  copy  thereof  and 
notice  of  hearing  be  served  upon  re¬ 
spondent,  Overseas  Freight  &  Terminal 
Corp.  (All  Cargo  Line) ; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  any  persons, 
other  than  respondent,  who  desire  to  be¬ 
come  party  to  this  proceeding  and  to  par¬ 
ticipate  therein,  shall  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  with  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  on  or  before  August  7,  1963,  with 
copy  to  respondent; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  all  fu¬ 
ture  notices  issued  by  or  on  behalf  of  the 
Commission  in  this  proceeding,  including 
notice  of  time  and  place  of  hearing  or 
prehearing  conference,  shall  be  mailed 
directly  to  all  parties  of  record. 

By  the  Commission,  July  17,  1963. 

[seal]  Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

IP.R.  Doc.  63-7823;  Piled.  July  24,  1963; 
8:53  a.m.] 

BLASER  AND  MERICLE,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for> 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  for  ap¬ 
proval  pursuant  to  section  15  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916.  All  parties  involved 
are  eligible  to  operate  as  independent 
ocean  freight  forwardersk  pursuant  to 
section  44  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916. 

Unless  otherwise  indicated  they  are 
nonexclusive,  cooperative  working  ar¬ 
rangements  under  which  the  parties  may 
perform  freight  forwarding  services  for 
each  other,  dividing  forwarding  and 
service  fees  as  agreed  on  each  transac¬ 
tion.  Ocean  freight  compensation  is  to 
be  divided  between  the  parties  as  agreed. 
The  following  agreements  are  similar: 

Blaser  &  Merlcle,  Inc.,  Cleveland, 

Ohio,  and  Seaboard  Porwardlng 

Company,  New  York,  N.Y _ PP-689 

Prank  P.  Dow  Co.,  Inc.,  Seattle, 

Wash.;  Frank  P.  Dow  Co.,  Inc., 

San  Francisco,  Calif.;  Frank  P. 

Dow  Co.,  Inc.  of  Los  Angeles,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.;  Frank  P.  Dow  Co., 

Inc.,  Portland,  Oreg.,  and  Baxter 
Co.  Custom  House  Brokers,  Inc., 

New  Orleans,  La _ FF-711 

Robert  E.  Landweer  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Seat¬ 
tle,  Wash.,  and  Thornley  &  Pitt, 

Inc.,  San  Francisco,  Calif _ FP-738 

Agreement  FF-674  between  Regal 
Shipping  Corporation,  New  York,  New 
York  and  Morris  Friedman  &  Co.,  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.,  is  a  nonexclusive  working 
arrangement  under  which  the  parties 
may  perform  freight  forwarding  serv¬ 
ices  for  each  other.  Forwarding  and 


service  fees  are  subject  to  agreement  on 
each  transaction.  Ocean  freight  com¬ 
pensation  is  to  be  retained  by  the  origi¬ 
nating  forwarder. 

Interested  persons  may  inspect  these 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Regulation, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C..  or  at  the  Commission’s  field 
offices  at: 

46  Broadway, 

New  York  4.  N.Y. 

180  New  Montgomery  Street, 

San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Boom  333,  Federal  Office  Building  South, 

600  South  Street, 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 

Mall  address : 

P.O.  Box  30550, 

Lafayette  Station, 

New  Orleans  30,  La. 

They  may  submit  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  within  twenty  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  written  statements  with  reference 
to  the  agreement  and  their  approval, 
disapproval,  or  modification,  together 
with  request  for  hearing  should  such 
hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  July  22,  1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-7824;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 
8:54  a.m.] 


FAR  EAST  CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916,  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46 
U.S.C.  814): 

Agreement  No.  17-30,  between  the 
members  of  the  Far  East  Conference 
(Agreement  No.  17)  modifies  the  basic 
conference  agreement,  as  amended,  by 
deleting  from  part  (b)  of  the  third  para¬ 
graph  of  Article  10,  the  words  “which 
shall  be  a  member  of  the  New  York 
Clearing  House’’,  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  words  “authorized  to  do  busi¬ 
ness  in  the  United  States  and  which  is 
acceptable  to  the  Conference’’.  This 
modification  is  concerned  with  a  member 
line’s  security  deposit  in  the  form  of  a 
confirmed  irrevocable  letter  of  credit 
from  a  bank. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  may  inspect  a  copy  at  the  offices 
of  the  District  Managers  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La., 
and  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  and  may  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime 
Commission.  Washington  25.  D.C.,  with¬ 
in  10  days  after  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register,  written  state¬ 
ments  with  reference  to  the  agreement 
and  their  position  as  to  approval,  disap¬ 
proval.  or  modification,  together  with  re¬ 


quest  for  hearing  should  such  hearing 
be  de^ed. 

Dated:  July  22,  1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

Thomas  Lisi. 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7826;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 
8:54  am.] 


HEEMSOTH-KERNER  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval  ■ 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  for  ap¬ 
proval  .pursuant  to  section  15  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916.  All  parties  involved 
are  eligible  to  operate  as  independent 
ocean  freight  forwarders  pursuant  to 
section  44  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916. 

Unless  otherwise  indicated,  these 
agreements  are  non-exclusive,  coopera¬ 
tive  working  arrangements  under  which 
the  parties  may  perform  freight  forward¬ 
ing  services  for  each  other,  dividing  for¬ 
warding  and  service  fees  as  agreed  on 
each  transaction.  Ocean  freight  com¬ 
pensation  is  to  be  divided  between  the 
parties  as  agreed. 

Heemsoth-Kemer  Corporation,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  is  party  to  the  following 
agreements,  the  terms  of  which  are  iden¬ 
tical.  The  other  parties  are : 

C.  J.  Tower  &  Sops  of  Buffalo,  Inc., 

'  Buffalo,  N.Y _ PF-750 

H.  P.  Lambert  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Boston, 

Mass _ PP-751 

Hudson  Shipping  Company,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  is  party  to  the  following 
agreements,  the  terms  of  which  are  iden¬ 
tical.  The  other  parties  are: 

N.  D.  Cimningham  &  Co.,  Inc., 

Mobile,  Ala _ FF-762 

Stanley  Llndo  tc  Co.,  Los  Angeles, 

Calif- . PF-753 

Seaboard  Forwarding  Compcmy,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  is  party  to  the  following 
agreements,  the  terms  of  which  are  iden¬ 
tical.  The  other  parties  are: 


W.  C.  Auger  &  Company,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco.  Calif— . - . PF-756 

Allen  Forwarding  Company,  Phila¬ 
delphia.  Pa- . — . PF-767 

Pan  American  Shipping  Co.,  New 
Orleans,  La _ _ _ FP-768 


Loretz  &  Company,  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
and  branch  offices  at  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  and  Houston,  Tex.,  are  party  to  the 
following  agreements,  the  terms  of  which 
are  identical.  The  other  parties  are: 

Leyden  Shipping  Corporation,  New 

York,  N.Y _ _ _ PP-759 

E.  A.  Gonzalez  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York, 

N.Y  . - .  9096 

J.  D.  Smith  Inter-Ocean,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  is  party  to  the  following 
agreements,  the  terms  of  which  are  iden¬ 
tical.  The  other  parties  are: 


H.  H.  Elder  &  Co..  Los  Angeles,  Calif—  FF-760 

W.  R.  Zanes  &  Co.,  Houston,  Tex _ FF-761 

C.  J.  Towers  &  Sons  of  Niagara,  Inc., 

Niagara  PaUs,  N.Y . . PP-762 

M.  E.  Dey  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Milwaukee, 

Wis . . PP-763 
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Hipage  Co.,  Inc.,  Norfolk,  Va - FP-764 

Palmetto  Shipping  Co.,  Charleston, 

S.c _ PP-766 

N  D.  Cunningham  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Mobile, 

Ala_— _ FP-766 

Lyons  Export  &  Import,  Inc.,  Chicago, 

Ill  _ FP-767 

Allen  Forwarding  Co.,  Philadelphia, 

Pa _ FP-768 

Seaway  Forwarding  Co.,  Cleveland, 

Ohlp  _ FF-769 


The  following  agreements  have  similar 


terms: 

Wolf  &  Gerber,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  J.  K.  Ebberwein,  Savannah, 

Ga _ FF-746 

Kersten  Shipping  Agency,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  H.  P.  Lambert  Co., 

Inc.  of  Louisiana,  New  Orleans, 

La  _ _ _ FP-747 

M.  E.  Dey  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Milwaukee,  Wis¬ 
consin  and  Heniy  Vila  Inc.,  New 

York,  N.Y . . . —  PP-748 

Daniel  H.  Burdett,  Inc.,  New  York, 

N.Y.,  and  Pan  American  Shipping 

Co.,  New  Orleans,  La _ PP-749 

Chas.  K\irz  Co.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
John  S.  Connor,  Inc.,  Baltimore, 

Md _ _ _ PP-754 

Argvis  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York, 

N.Y.,  and  Stanley  Lindo  &  Co.,  Los  • 
Angeles.  Calif . . . —  PF-766 


Interested  persons  may  inspect  these 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  at  the  Commission's  field  offices 
at: 

45  Broadway,  " 

New  York  4,  N.Y. 

180  New  Montgomery  Street, 

San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Room  333,  Federal  Office  Building  South, 

600  South  Street, 

New  Orleans  12.  La. 

Mall  address: 

P.O.  Box  30550,  r 

Lafayette  Station, 

New  Orleans  30,  La. 

They  may  submit  to  l5ie  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  within  twenty  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  written  statements  with  reference 
to  the  agreement  and  their  approval,  dis¬ 
approval,  or  modification,  together  with 
request  for  hearing  should  such  hearing 
be  desired. 

Dated:  July  22, 1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com- 
misi^on. 

'  Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7826;  Filed,  July  24,  1963; 
8:54  am.] 


H.  L.  ZIEGLER,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreements  have  been  filed  with 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission  for 
approval  pursuant  to  section  15  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916.  All  parties  involved 
are  eligible  to  operate  as  independent 


ocean  freight  forwarders,  pursuant  to 
section  44  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916. 

Unless  otherwise  indicated  they  are 
nonexclusive,  cooperative  working  ar¬ 
rangements  under  which  the  parties  may 
perform  freight  forwarding  services  for 
each  other,  dividing  forwarding  and 
service  fees  as  agreed  on  each  trans¬ 
action.  Ocean  freight  compensation  is 
to  be  divided  between  the  parties  as 
agreed. 

H.  L.  Ziegler,  Inc.,  Houston,  Tex.,  is 
party  to  the  following  agreements,  the 
terms  of  which  are  identical.  The  other 
parties  are: 

Farrell  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La___ _ FF-702 

V.  Alexander  &  Company  of  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  La _ FF-703 

The  following  agreements  are  similar: 

Freedman  &  Slater,  Inc.,  New  York, 

N.Y.,  and  J.  T.  Steeb  &  Co.,  Inc., 

Seattle,  Wash__ _ _ FF-241 

J.  B.  Wood  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  Flllette,  Green  & 

Co.  of  Tampa.  Tampa,  Fla _ FF-659 

Robert  E.  Landweer  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Se¬ 
attle,  Wash.,  and  R.  W.  Smith  & 

-Co.,  New  Orleans,  La _ PF-684 

Argus  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York, 

N.Y.,  and  N.  D.  Cunningham  &  Co., 

Inc.,  Mobile,  Ala _ FF-700 

Kersten  Shipping  Agency,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  N.  D.  Cunningham 

&  Co.,  Inc.',  Mobile,  Ala. . . FF-728 

Blaser  &  Mericle,  Inc.,  Cleveland, 

Ohio,  and  P.  A.  Gaynar  &  Co.,  Inc., 

New  York,  N.Y _ PF-729 

Wood,  Niebuhr  &  Co.,  New  York, 

N.Y.,  and  Stone  &  Downer  Co., 

Boston,  Mass _ FP-730 

H.  L.  Ziegler,  Inc.,  Houston,  Tex., 
and  Jay  International,  Inc.,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa__ . . PP-736 

Express  Forwarding  &  Storage  Co., 

Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Wilk, 
Forwarding  Company,  Jacksonville, 

Fla _ FP-737 

John  A.  Merritt  &  Company,  Peiua- 
cola,  Fla.,  and  Smith  &  KeUy  Com¬ 
pany,  Savannah,  Ga _ PF-744 

Jay  International,  Inc.,  Philadelphia, 

Pa.,  and  M.  E.  Dey  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis _ FP-746 

Agreement  PP-712  between  Amersped, 
Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Admiral  Ship¬ 
ping  Corporation.  Houston,  Tex.,  is  an 
agreen|mt  under  which  forwarding  and 
servic^ees  will  be  $5.00  per  shipment  or 
as  agreed  upon  by  the  parties.  Ocean 
freight  compensation  will  be  divided  60 
percent  for  Amersped,  Inc.,  and  40  per¬ 
cent  for  Admiral  Shipping  Corporation. 

Agreement  FF-713  between  Amersped, 
Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  International 
Traffic  Company,  I^  Angeles,  Calif.,  is 
an  agreement  under  which  forwarding 
and  service  fees  will  be  $5.00  per  ship¬ 
ment  or  as  agreed  upon  by  the  parties. 
Ocean  freight  compensation  will  be  di¬ 
vided  equally. 

Interested  person  may  inspect  these 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  at  the  Commission's  field  offices 
at: 

45  Broadway, 

New  York  4,  N.Y. 


180  New  Montgomery  Street,  > 

San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Room  333,  Federal  Office  Building  South, 

600  South  Street, 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 

MaU  address: 

P.O.  Box  30650, 

Lafayette  Station, 

New  Orleans  30,  La. 

They  may  submit  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C.,  within  twenty  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  written  statements  with  reference 
to  the  agreement  and  their  approval, 
disapproval,  or  modification,  together 
with  request  for  hearing  should  such 
hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  July  22. -1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7827;  Filed,  July  24,  1963; 
8:55  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Project  No.  1390] 

CALIFORNIA  ELECTRIC  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Amendment 
of  License 

July  18, 1963. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a-825r)  by 
California  Electric  Power  Company, 
2885  Foothill  Boulevard,  San  Bernardino, 
California,  for  amendment  of  its  license 
for  Project  No.  1390,  situated  on  Mill 
Creek  near  Mono  Lake,  in  Mono  County, 
California,  and  affecting  lands  of  the 
United  States  within  and  outside  the 
boimdary  of  Inyo  National  Forest. 

The  amendment  sought  would  author¬ 
ize  the  construction  of  a  55  kilovolt, 
three  phase,  60  cycle,  aluminum  cable 
steel  reinforced  conductor,  wood  pole 
supported  loop  line  addition,  and  a  short 
branch  line  therefrom,  to  part  of  Appli¬ 
cant's  existing  Mill  Creek  55  kilovolt, 
wood  pole,  bare  copper  conductor  elec-' 
trie  transmission  line  included  in  and 
constituting  part  of  the  project  works  of 
Project  No.  1390.  The  proposed  loop 
line  addition  and  branch  line  would  be 
4.81  miles  in  total  length. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Wsushington  25,  D.C..  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  of  the  Commission  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  The  last  day  upon  which 
protests  or  petitions  may  be  filed  is  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1963.  The  application  Is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  63-7792;  Filed,  J\Uy  24,  1963; 

8:46  am.] 
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NOTICES 


[Docket  No.  CP63-341] 

EASTERN  SHORE  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  and  Date  of 
Hearing 

July  18, 1963. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  11,  1963, 
Eastern  Shore  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Applicant)  filed  an  application  in 
Docket  No.  CP63-341  pursuant  to  section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction  of 
metering  and  connecting  facilities  to 
deliver  gas  to  General  Poods  Corpora¬ 
tion,  as  hereinafter  described,  all  as  more 
fully  represented  in  the  application, 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  tap  its  existing 
transmission  line  at  Dover,  Delaware, 
making  a  5,200  ft.  extension,  including 
necessary  metering  facilities,  to  supply 
General  Foods  with  a  maximum  of  300 
Mcf  per  day  of  firm  gas  for  food  process¬ 
ing.  Applicant  proposes  to  reduce  its 
existing  contract  demand  to  Tidewater 
Oil  Company  by  amounts  sufficient  to 
permit  the  contemplated  service  to  Gen¬ 
eral  Foods  on  a  firm  basis. 

The  application  states  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  service  can  be  made  with  existing 
facilities  and  from  Applicant’s  existing 
gas  supplies  for  the  indefinite  future. 
Utie  total  estimated  cost  of  the  facilities 
is  $28,645. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  imder 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  August 
20, 1963,  at  9:30  a.m.  (e.d.s.t.) ,  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  concerning  the  matters  involved  in 
and  the  issues  presented  by  such  appli¬ 
cation:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
Commission  may,  after  a  noncontested 
hearing,  dispose  of  the  proceedings  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  S  1.30(c)  (1) 
or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure.  Under  the  pro¬ 
cedure  herein  provided  for,  unless  other¬ 
wise  advised,  it  will  be  unnecessary  for 
Applicant  to  appear  or  be  represented  at 
the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
August  10,  1963.  Failxire  of  any  party 
to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  and 
conciurence  in  omission  herein  of  the 
Intermediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

Joseph  H.  Gittrxde, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  68-7793;  Filed.  July  24.  1963; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  CP62-266] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 
Notice  of  Application  To  Amend 

July  18, 1963. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  19, 1962, 
as  supplemented  on  March  27.  1963,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (Applicant) , 
P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso,  Texas,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP62-266  an  application  to 
amend  the  Commission’s  order,  issued 
November  19,  1962,  in  said  docket  to 
delete  from  said  order  authorization  for 
the  construction  and  operation  of  cer¬ 
tain  facilities,  to  authorize  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  certain  additional 
facilities  and  to  permit  and  approve  the 
abandonment  of  five  mainline  taps,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
to  amend  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  subject  order  authorized  Appli¬ 
cant  to  acquire  and  operate  certain  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Southwest  Gas  Corporation 
(Southwest) ;  to  abandon  in  place  7.52 
miles  of  10-inch  pipe  so  acquired  from 
Southwest,  and  to  construct  and  oper¬ 
ate,  among  other  facilities,  9.08  miles  of 
16-inch  pipeline  looping  a  portion  of 
the  16-inch  line  acquired  from  South¬ 
west  in  Mohave  County,  Arizona. 

Applicant  herein  requ^ts  that  the 
subject  order  be  amended"  to  delete  au¬ 
thorization  for  the  9.08  miles  of  16-inch 
pipeline  loop  and  in  lieu  thereof  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  10.73  miles  of  20- 
inch  pipeline  replacing  and  partially 
relocating  approximately  10.45  miles  of 
the  Ifi-inch  line  acquired  from  South¬ 
west.  Applicant  al^  seeks  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  absmdon  five  mainline,  taps  lo¬ 
cated  on  the  portion  of  the  16-inch  line 
to  be  replaced  and  abandoned  and  to 
construct  and  operate  four  mainline  taps 
on  the  proposed  new  20 -inch  replace¬ 
ment  line.  The  new  taps  will  be  used 
to  serve  customers  previously  served  by 
the  five  taps  to  be  abandoned. 

The  application  indicates  that  the 
subject  proposals  would  forestall  future 
and  more  expensive  capacity  additions 
in  a  populated  area,  avoid  crossb^  sub¬ 
divided  and  soon  to  be  subdivi(^  lots, 
eliminate  need  for  the  section  of  loop 
line  heretofore  authorized  and  prevent 
danger  involved  in  testing  an  old  line 
at  higher  pressing  in  a  populated  area. 

The  application  to  amend  shows  an 
estimated  increase  of  approximately 
$72,000  in  the  total  cost  of  the  original 
project. 

Protests,  petitions  to  Intervene  or  re¬ 
quests  for  hearing  in  this  proceeding 
may  be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C..  in 
accordance  with  the  rules  of  practice 
and.  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on 
or  Iwfore  August  7,  1963. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutrxde, 
Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  63-7794;  FUed,  July  24.  1963; 

8:46  EJn.] 


[Docket  No.  CP63-2861 

SOUTH  TEXAS  NATURAL  GAS 
GATHERING  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  and  Date  of 
Hearing 

July  18, 1963. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  15,  1963,  as 
supplemented  on  June  7.  1963,  South 
Texas  Natural  Gas  Gathering  Company 
(Applicant),  Petroleum  Tower,  Corpus 
Christi,  Texas,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP63-286  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
during  the  twelve-month  period  ending 
June  30,  1964,  and  the  operation  of  field 
facilities  to  enable  Applicant  to  take  into 
its  certificated  main  pipeline  system  nat¬ 
ural  gas  which  will  be  pmuhased  from 
producers  thereof,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application,  as  supple¬ 
mented,  which  is  on  file  with  the.  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  purpose  of  this  “budget-tsrpe”  ap¬ 
plication  is  to  augment  Applicant’s  abil¬ 
ity  to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch  in 
contracting  for  and  connecting  to  its 
pipeline  system  new  supplies  of  natural 
gas  in  various  producing  areas  generally 
coextensive  witti  said  system. 

The  total  cost  of  the  proposed  facilities, 
will  not  exceed  a  maximum  of  $1,000,000 
and  no  single  project  will  exceed  a  cost 
of  $250,000. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  held  on  August 
20, 1963,  at  9:30  a.m.  (e.d.s.t.) ,  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Warfiington, 
D.C.,  concerning  the  matters  involved  in 
and  the  issues  presented  by  such  appli¬ 
cation:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
Commission  may,  after  a  noncontested 
hearing,  dispose  of  the  proceedings  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.30(c)  (1) 
or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure.  Under  the  procedure 
herein  provided  for,  unless  otherwise  ad 
vised,  it  will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant 
to  appear  or  be  represented  at  the 
hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis 
Sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1:8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  August 
9,  1963.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear 
at  and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall 
be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  concur¬ 
rence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

Joseph  H.  Gutbide, 
Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  63-7796;  FUed,  July  24,  1963; 

8:47  &Jn.] 
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[Project  No.  2872] 

PENNSYLVANIA  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  License 
July  18,  1963. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a-825r)  by 
Pennsylvania  Electric  Company  (corre¬ 
spondence  to  :  R.  P.  Pruner,  Secretary, 
Pennsylvania  Electric  Company,  1001 
Broad  Street,  Johnstown,  Pennsylvania) 
for  license  for  constructed  Project  No. 
2372,  known  as  the  Warrior  Ridge  Proj¬ 
ect,  located  on  the  Juniata  River,  near 
the  Town  of  Petersburg,  County  of  Hunt¬ 
ingdon,  Pennsylvania. 

The  project  consists  of:  one  27  foot 
high  by  510  foot  long  dam  constructed 
of  reinforced  concrete  and  having  over¬ 
flow  sections  374,5  feet  long  (crest  ele¬ 
vation  658  feet)  on  which  are  erected 
1  foot  flash  boards  136  feet  long  (crest 
elevation  662  feet),  located  on  opposite 
sides  of  a  300  foot  powerhouse  section 
serving  as  the  center  portion  of  the  dam; 
a  reservoir  having  a  surface  area  of 
about  60  acres  at  elevation  659  feet  and 
a  storage  capacity  of  55  acre-feet  be¬ 
tween  elevations  658  and  659  feet;  a 
powerhouse  containing  four  1,000  horse¬ 
power  shaft  Francis  turbines  direct  con¬ 
nected  to  four  horizontal-shaft  genera¬ 
tors  rated  at  500  kilowatts  each ;  a  short 
46  kilovolt  transmission  line  running 
from  the  powerhouse  transformers  to  the 
Warrior  Ridge  substation;  and  other 
mechanical  and  electrical  facilities. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion.  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
of  the  Commission  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10). 
The  last  day  upon  which  protests  or 
petitions  may  be  filed  is  September  9. 
1963.  The  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  for  public  inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

jP.R.  Doc.  63-7795;  PUed,  July  24.  1963; 

8:46  ajn.] 

.[Docket  Nos.  G-6050  etc.] 

SUNRAY  DX  OIL  CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Severance 

July  18, 1963. 

Sunray  DX  Oil  Co.  (Operator) ,  et  al.. 
Docket  No.  0-6050,  et  al.;  Union  Pro¬ 
ducing  Company,  Docket  No.  0-15077; 
Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Company,  Docket 
NO.CI62-542. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  matters 
of  the  applications  in  Docket  Nos. 
0-15077  and  CI62-542,  heretofore 
scheduled  for  a  hearing  in  Washington. 
D.C.,  on  July  30.  1963,  in.  the  consoli¬ 
dated  proceeding  entitled  Sunray  DX 
Oil  Company  (Operator),  et  al..  Docket 
Nos.  0-6050,  et  al.,  are  severed  there¬ 
from  for  such  further  disposition  as  may 
be  appropriate. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7797;  PUed.  JxUy  24.  1963; 

8:47  am.] 


GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION 

Utilization  and  Disposal  Service 

[Wildlife  Order  68] 

DOVER  SMALL  ARMS  RANGE  ANNEX, 
KENT  COUNTY,  DELAWARE 

Transfer  of  Property 

Pursuant  to  section  2  of  Public  Law 
537,  Eightieth  Congress,  approved  May 
19,  1948  (16  U.S.C.  667c),  notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  that: 

1.  By  letter  from  the  U.S.  Army  Engi¬ 
neer  District,  Baltimore.  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers.  dated  Jime  11,  1963,  tiie  property 
comprising  a  493.60  acre  portion  of  the 
Dover  Small  Arms  Range  Annex,  located 
in  Kent  County,  State  of  Delaware,  and 
more  particularly  described  in  the  letter 
of  request  dated  May  2.  1963,  from  the  ‘ 
Department  of  the  Interior,  has  been 
transferred,  effective  June  13,  1963,  to 
the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

2.  The  above-described  property  was 
transferred  to  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior  for  wildlife  conservation  purposes 
in  accordance  with  the  provision^-of  sec¬ 
tion  1  of  the  said  Public  Law  537  (16 
U.S.C.  667b). 

Walter  C.  Moreland, 
Assistant  Commissioner  for  Real 
•  Property.  Utilization  and  Dis¬ 
posal  Service. 

July  17,  1963. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7817;  PUed,  J\Uy  24,  1963; 

8:52  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSIDN 

[Pile  Nos.  7-2296,  7-2296] 

NORTON  CO.  AND  HIGH  VOLTAGE 
ENGINEERING  CORP. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Unlisted 

Trading  Privileges  and  of  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing 

July  19, 1963. 

In  the  matter  of  applications  of  the 
Boston  Stock  Exchange  for  unlisted 
trading  privileges  in  certafli  securities. 

The  above  named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  applications  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  12(f)  (2)  of  the  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule 
12f-l  thereunder,  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  the  common  stocks  of  the 
following  companies,  which  securities  are 
listed  and  register^  on  one  or  more 
other  national  securities  exchanges: 

Norton  CTompany,  Pile  7-2295. 

High  Voltage  Engineering  Corporation. 
Pile  7-2296. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
August  5,  1963,  from  any  interested  per¬ 
son,  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  the  application  with  respec(  to 
any  of  the  companies  named  shall  be  set 
down  for  hearing.  Any  such  request 
should  state  briefly  the^title  of  the  se¬ 


curity  in  which  he  is  interested,  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  interest  of  the  person  making 
the  request,  and  the  position  he  pro¬ 
poses  to  take  at  the  hearing,  if  ordered. 
In  addition,  any  interested  person  may 
submit  his  views  or  any  additional  facts 
bearing  on  any  of  the  said  applications 
by  means  of  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington  25.  D.C.,  not 
later  than  the  date  specified.  If  no  one 
requests  a  hearing  with  respect  to  any 
particular  application,  such  applica¬ 
tion  will  be  determined  by  order  of  the 
Commission  on  the  basis  of  the  facts 
stated  therein  and  other  information 
contained  in  the  oflaclal  files  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  pertaining  thereto. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority) . 

Orval  L.  DuBois, 
Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  63-7818;  PUed,  JiUy  24,  1963; 

8:52  ajn.] 

[Pile  No.  70-4154] 

OHIO  FUEL  GAS  CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Intrasystem  Trans¬ 
actions  in  Furtherance  of  System’s 
Realignment  Program 

July  19, 1963. 

In  the  matter  of  the  Ohio  Fuel  Gas 
Company,  Columbia  Gas  of  Ohio,  Inc., 
99  North  Front  Street,  Columbus  15, 
Ohib;  The  Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc., 
120  East  41st  Street,  New  York  17,  New 
York;  File  No.  70-4154. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  The  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gas  System,  Inc.  (“Columbia”), 
a  registered  holding  company.  The  Ohio 
Fuel  Gas  Company  (“Ohio  Fuel”),  a 
gas  utility  subsidiary  company  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  and  Columbia  Gas  of  Ohio.  Inc. 
(“Columbia-Ohio”) ,  an  Ohio  corpora¬ 
tion  recently  organized  by  Columbia, 
have  filed  a  joint  application-declara¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  of  ^935  (“Act”) , 
designating  sections  6(b),  9,  10.  12(c). 
12(d),  12(f)  and  12(g)  of  the  Act  and 
Rules  42  and  43  thereimder  as  applicable 
to  the  proposed  transactions.  All  in¬ 
terested  persons  are  referred  to  the  joint 
application-declaration,  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Commission,  for  a  statement 
of  the  proposed  transactions  which  are 
summarized  as  follows: 

The  pending  proposals  are  part  of  an 
overall  prc^ram  previously  initiated  by 
Columbia  and  certain  of  its  subsidiary 
companies  for  the  purpose  of  minimizing 
problems  of  rate  regulation  within  the 
system  by  realigning  the  system’s 
natural  gas  properties  in  such  a  manner 
that  all  natural  gas  production,  storage 
and  transmission  properties  will,  to  the 
extent  possible,  be  owned  and  operated 
by  one  corporation  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  the  retail  gas  distribution  fa¬ 
cilities  owned  and  operated  in  each 
State  will  be  owned  by  a  single  company 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  appro¬ 
priate  State  commission. 

Ohio  Fuel,  an  Ohio  corporajiion,  is 
engaged  in  the  business  of  producing, 
purchasing,  storing,  transporting  and 
selling  natural  gas  at  retail  in  Ohio  and 
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to  other  gas  companies  Tor  resale  in  the 
States  of  Ohio  and  West  Virginia.  Co- 
lumbia-Ohio.  upon  CQnsummation  of  the 
proposed  transactions,  will  become  a  gas 
utility  subsidiary  company  of  Columbia 
engaged  in  the  business  of  purchasing, 
distributing  and  selling  natural  gas  at 
retail  solely  within  Ohio. 

Ohio  Fuel  proposes  to  sell  and  trans¬ 
fer,  and  Columbia-Ohio  proposes  to  ac¬ 
quire,  all  of  Ohio  Fuel’s  assets  and  prop¬ 
erties  in  the  State  of  Ohio  used  in  the 
distribution  at  retail  of  natural  gas,  to¬ 
gether  with  cash  approximating  $3,000- 
000  and  other  current  assets  related  to 
such  distribution.  Such  assets  will  be 
recorded  on  the  books  of  Coliunbia-Ohio 
at  the  amounts  recorded  on  the  books  of 
Ohio  Fuel.  A  pro  forma  balance  sheet 
of  Columbia-Ohio  supplied  with  the  fil¬ 
ing  indicates  that  as  of  March  31,  1963, 
the  book  value  of  the  utility  plant  (at 
original  cost),  less  related  reserves,  to 
be  acquired  by  it  was  $147,731,653;  that 
the  total  assets  to  be  acquired  amounted 
to  $180,811,112;  and  that  such  total  as¬ 
sets  less  current  and  other  miscellaneous 
liabilities  and  deferred  credits  was 
$139,739,025. 

In  payment  for  the  foregoing  assets 
Columbia-Ohio  will  (1)  assume  and 
agree  to  pay  all  obligations  (except  cur¬ 
rent  payables  and  accrued  taxes)  of 
Ohio  Fuel  attributable  to  the  distribu¬ 
tion  properties,  excluding  any  of  Ohio 
Fuel’s  outstanding  Installment  Promis¬ 
sory  Notes  and  6  percent  Demand  Ndles, 
owing  to  Coliunbia;  (2)  reimburse  Ohio 
Fuel  for  all  compensation  allowances 
and  expenses  paid  by  Ohio  Fuel  in  its 
distribution  operations  in  Ohio,  subse¬ 
quent  to  the  closing  date,  as  specified 
in  an  agreement  between  the  parties 
dated  November  22,  1961;  (3)  assume 
all  liabilities  and  obligations  of  Ohio 
Fuel  inctirred  after  the  closing  date  im- 
der  all  contracts,  franchises,  leases, 
rights-of-way,  permits,  promissory  notes, 
choses  in  action,  orders,  insurance  poli¬ 
cies  and  agreements  which  will  be  as¬ 
signed  to  Columbia-Ohio  in  connection 
with  the  distribution  operations;  and 
(4)  issue  to  Ohio  Fuel  (a)  Installment 
Promissory  Notes  in  an  aggregate  face 
amount  equal  to  approximately  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  excess  of  (i)  the  book  cost,  at 
the  closing  date,  of  the  properties  and 
assets  to  be  acquired  over  (ii)  the  related 
reserves  and  liabilities  and  obligations  to 
be  assumed,  and  (b)  shares  of  Columbia- 
Ohio’s  common  stock,  par  value  $25  per 
share,  having  an  aggregate  par  value 
equal  to  the  remaining  50  percent  of  the 
book  cost  of  such  net  properties  and 
assets.  Columbia-Ohio’s  pro  forma 
balance  sheet  indicates  that  if  the  pro¬ 
per  transactions  had  been  consum¬ 
mated  at  March  31,  1963^  Columbia- 
Ohio  would  have  issued  $69,870,000  face 
amount  of  its  Installment  Promissory 
Notes,  and  2,794,761  shares  of  its  Com¬ 
mon  Stock,  having  an  aggregate  par 
value  of  $69,869,025. 

Ohio  Fuel  proposes  to  sell  and  Colmn- 
bia  proposes  to  acquire,  the  Installment 
Promissory  Notes  of  Columbia-Ohio  in 
prepayment  of  a  like  face  amount  of 
notes  of  Ohio  Fuel  now  held  by  Colum¬ 
bia.  The  notes  to  be  issued  by  Colum¬ 
bia-Ohio  are  to  have,  to  the  extent  prac¬ 


ticable,  the  same. terms  as  the  notes  of 
Ohio  Fuel  which  are  to  be  prepaid.  In 
this  connection  Ohio  Fuel  will,  to  the 
extent  possible,  select  and  prepay  In¬ 
stallment  PrcHnissory  Notes  in  such  pro¬ 
portions  that  after  all  prepayments  shall 
have  been  effected,  there  will  not  have 
been  any  change  in  maturity  dates  or 
in  the  averages,  weighted  as  to  principal 
amounts,  of  the  interest  rates  borne  by 
and  the  matmities  of  the  notes  of  Ohio 
Fuel  owned  by  Columbia.  Ohio  Fuel 
also  proposes  to  sell  and  Columbia  pro¬ 
poses  to  acquire,  the  shares  of  common 
stock  to  be  issued  by  Columbia-Ohio, 
and  in  consideration  therefor  Ck}lumbia 
is  to  surrender  common  shares  of  Ohio 
Fuel  having  an  equal  aggregate  par 
value.  Ohio  Fuel  will  retire  the  shares 
of  its  common  stock  received  from 
Coliimbia. 

Upon  consummation  of*  the  foregoing 
transactions,  Ohio  Fuel  will  cease  to  dis¬ 
tribute  and  sell  natural  gas  at  retail 
in  the  State  of  Ohio  and  will  be  the 
principal  supplier  of  natural  gas  to 
Columbia-CHiio  for  retail  distribution. 
Columbia-Ohio  will  assume  all  of  Ohio 
Fuel’s  retoil  operations  in  Ohio  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  then  effective  rates,  tariffs,  ordi¬ 
nances,  contracts  and  airangements  in 
the  areas  formerly  served  by  Ohio  Fuel. 

The  estimated  fees  and  expenses  to 
be  incurred  in  connection  with  Uie  pro¬ 
posed  transactions  will  be  supplied  by 
amendment. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  has 
authorized  the  abandonment  by  Ohio-- 
Fuel,  by  sale  to  Columbia-Ohio,  of  the 
gas  transmission  facilities  involved  in 
the  present  proposal,  and  has  issued  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  Ohio  Fuel  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  certain  facilities  and 
to  sell  and  deliver  natural  gas  to  Colum¬ 
bia-Ohio  for  resale.  The  Public  Utili¬ 
ties  Commission  of  Ohio  has  authorized, 
among  other  things,  the  proposed  sale 
and  acquisition  of  assets  and  properties 
of  Ohio  Fuel,  the  issuance  and  sale  of 
Installment  Promissory  Notes  and  shares 
of  Common  Stock  by  Columbia-C^o  and 
the  payment  by  Columbia-Ohio  of  an 
amount  in  cash  for  Ohio  Fuel’s  utility 
service  accounts  receivable  less  certain 
reserves.'  It  is  represented  that  no  other 
State  or  Federal  commission,  other  than 
this  Ck)mmi&sion,  has  juris^ction  over 
the  proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
August  8.  1963,  request  this  Commission 
in  writing  that  a  hearing  be  held  in  re¬ 
spect  of  such  matters,  stating  the  nature 
of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for  the  re¬ 
quest  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law,  raised 
by  the  Joint  filing  which  he  desires  to 
controvert,  or  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be 
addressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  'Washington,  D.C. 

'  20549.  A  copy  of  the  request  should  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  (air  mail 
if  the  person  being  serv^  is  located  more 
than  500  miles  from  the  point  of  mail¬ 
ing)  upon  applicants-declarants  at  the 
above-stated  addresses,  and  proof  of 
service  (by  aOBdavit,  or  in  the  case  of  an 


attorney  at  law  by  certificate)  should 
be  filed  contemporaneously  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  At  any  time  after  that  date  the 
joint  aiH;>lication-declaration,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  may  be  granted  and  permitted  to 
become  effective  as  provided  in  Rule  23 
of  the  rules  and  r^ulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act,  or  the  Commission  may 
grant  exemption  from  its  rules  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof, 
or  take  such  other  action  as  it  may  deem 
appropriate. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  auUiority) . 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7819;  Piled.  July  24,  1963; 

8:52  a.m.] 

'  INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

July  22,  1963. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  38441:  Substituted  Service — 
CMSIP&P-  for  Allied  Van  Lines,  Inc. 
Filed  by  Household  Goods  Carriers’  Bu¬ 
reau,  Agent  (No.  62) ,  for  interested  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  property  loaded  in  high¬ 
way  trailers,  between  Chicago,  HI.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  Seattle,  Spokane,  Ta¬ 
coma  and  Longview,  Wash.,  on  the  other, 
on  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to 
such  points  or  points  beyond  as  described 
in  the  application. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  9  to  Household 
Goods  Carriers’  Bureau,  Agent,  tariff 
MF-I.C.C.  108. 

FSA  No.  38442:  Substituted  service — 
P&WV  &  WM  for  motor  carriers.  Filed 
by  The  Eastern  Central  Motor  Carriers 
Association,  Inc.,  Agent  (No.  221),  for 
interested  carriers.  Rates  on  property 
loaded  in  highway  trailers  and  trans¬ 
ported  on  railroad  fiat  cars,  between 
points  in  central,  middlewest  and  south¬ 
western  territories,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
points  in  middle  Atlantic  and  New  Eng¬ 
land  territories,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  6  to  The  Eastern 
Central  Motor  Carriers  Association,  Inc., 
Agent,  tariff  MF-I.C.C.  A-221. 

FSA  No.  38443:  Returned  dunnage 
from  and  to  points  in  IFA  territory. 
Filed  by  Illinois  Freight  Association, 
Agent  (No.  207) ,  for  interested  rail  Car¬ 
rie’s.  Rates  on  infiatoble  rubber  dim- 
nage,  nylon  strapping  and  insulated 
blankets  returned  with  mixed  carloads 
of  returned  empty  containers,  in  car¬ 
loads,  between  points  in  Illinois  Freight 
Association  territory,  also  between  points 
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in  piinois  Freight  Association  territory, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in  south¬ 
ern  territory,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Carrier  competi¬ 
tion. 

FSA  No.  38444:  Cocoanut  oil  foots  or 
sediments  to  Chattanooga  and  Memphis, 
Tenn.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  Agent 
(No.  A4353) ,  for  interested  ran  carriers. 
Rates  on  cocoanut  oil  foots  or  sediments, 
as  described  in  the  application,  in  car¬ 
loads,  from  Gulf  and  south  Atlantic 
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ports  (import) ,  to  Chattanooga  and 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

Groimds  for  relief :  Rate  relationship. 

Tariff:  Supplement  181  to  Southern 
Freight  Association.  Agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 

S-87. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

IFJl.  Doc.  63-7815;  Piled,  July  24,  1963; 

8:51  ajn.] 
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515 . . . . 6974.  7427 
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720 _  7396 
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DMO  1-21— _ 7427 
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